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BLAST TESTS OF EXPEDTENT SHELTERS IN THE DICE THROW EVENT

ABSTRACT

_:fE’To determine the worst blast enviromments that eight types
of expedient shelters can withstand, we subjected a total of

18 shelters to the l-kiloton blast effects of Defense Nuclear
Agency's DICE THROW main event. These expedient shelters in-
cluded two Russian and two Chinese types. The best shelter
tested was a Small-Pole Shelter that had a box-1like room of e
Russian design with ORNL-designed expedient blast entries and + oo P [5
blast doors added. Tt was undamaged at the 53-psi peak over- “'iu N oL
pressure range; the pressure rise inside was only 1.5 psi.c An
unmodified Russian Pole-Covered Trench Shelter was badly damaged
at 6.8 psi. A Chinese "Man" Shelter, which skillfully uses very
small poles to attain protective earth arching, survived 20 psi,
undamaged. Two types of expedient shelters built of materials
found in and around most American homes gave good protection at
overpressures up to about 6 psi. Rug-Covered Trench Shelters
were proved unsatisfactory.

e -~ Water storage pits lined with ordinary plastic trash bags

were proven practical at up to 53 psi, as were triangular
expedient blast doors made of poles.k{At 53 psi, expedient blast
valves installed in blast doors successfully protected the
expedient air pump and allowed it to continue to force sufficient
air through the shelter., However, after the blast the reopened
valves allowed so much wind-blown sand to enter the shelters

that it became obvious that blast valves installed in blast

doors will not give adequate protection against the entry of
fallout,

1. BACKGRQUND AND SCOPE

Civil defense research at Oak Ridge National Laboratory has stressed
the development of protection against blast and fire effects, even in the
design of expedient fallout shelters. Well-constructed expedient shelters
will permit their occupants te¢ survive at least 7 psi. 1In contrast,
most frame buildings are badly damaged by blast and may be destroyed by
fire at the 2-psi overpressure range from a large-yield weapon, at great
hazard to anyone taking shelter in them. Since the area covered by
7 psi is only one-quarter that covered by 2 psi by a single weapon, the
lifesaving potential of good expedient shelters, built unattached to
buildings, is worth working hard to attain. Another reason is that even
expedient shelters, 1if their walls are skillfully shored and their

entrances equipped with expedient blast doors, can readily be bullt so

1



as to protect occupants against all blast effects at peak overpressure
ranges several times as high as 7 psi. Therefore, in 1973 ORNL partici-
pated in Defense Nuclear Agency's (DNA's) MIXED COMPANY Event. This test
subjected various expedient shelter designs to the effects of an explo-
sion of 500 tons of TNT. All of the ORNL expedient shelters survived

I As a result, it

with little or no damage at overpressures up to 29 psi.
was decided that the most promising designs should be subjected to blast
effects severe encugh to indicate the worst blast environments that these
shelters are capable of withstanding.

The main event of DNA's recent DICE THROW series afforded the required
blast environment. This event was a 628-ton ANFO (ammonium nitrate—-fuel
0il) explosion, the largest planned detonation of a conventional explosive
in history. The 1,256,000 1b of ANFO is shown in Fig. 1.1, stacked in
the desert at White Sands Missile Range, New Mexico. This shot was
detonated on October 6, 1976, and produced air-blast effects about

equivalent to a l-kiloton nuclear surface burst.

PHOTO 6141-76 PHOTO 6381-76

Fig. 1.1. The 628 tons of Fig. 1.2, View of the
ANFO ready for detonation. rising mushroom cloud taken from
an observation post 3 miles away.

Figure 1.2 is a photo taken 3 miles away from ground zero and shows

the mushroom cloud while it was still rising. The winds of the negative



phase were still blowing a sheet of dust and sand inward toward the
rising stem of the cloud. Eighteen expedient shelters (including four
half-scale models) were subjected to the blast effects at overpressures
ranging from 53 to 5.8 psi, and expedient life-supporti equipment (mostly
placed inside shelters) was exposed to overpressures of 53 to 1 psi.
Several one-tenth-scale models of shelters were also tested, at over-

pressures of up to 180 psi.

2. PRINCIPAL OBJECTIVES

The principal objectives of ORNL's participation in DICE THROW

were:

2.1. to obtain field data useful in making more reliable estimates of
the practical limitations of promising expedient shelter designs
and expedient life-support equipment, as regards their capabil-
ities for withstanding all blast effects from large explosions;

2.2, to observe the relative effectiveness of several different ways
of utilizing earth arching and trench-wall shoring to increase
the blast protection afforded by lightly constructed shelters, in
order to develop improved shelter designs that can be built using

only widely available materials.

3. INSTRUMENTATION USED AND TEST DATA RECOVERED

3.1 Blast Overpressures

Blast overpressures were measured by yvielding foil membrane blast
gauges.2 These passive gauges were developed at ORNL and performed well
at the lower overpressures (less than 7 psi). However, the ORNL gauges
that were installed adjacent to principal shelters to measure over-
pressures above 7 psi all recorded overpressures 28 to 607% higher than
those recorded by the transducers at the same radial distances from
ground zero on DNA's adjacent Cauge Line No. 1. Therefore, we have used
the DNA measurements for all the aboveground overpressures to which the
ORNL shelters were subjected, except for the DNA measurement at the pre-

dicted 100-psi range, which was obviously far too low.



The distances from ground zero to the shelters, the predicted over-
pressures, and the measured overpressures at these distances are shown

in Table 3.1.

Table 3.1. Overpressures at various distances

Measured overpressures (psi)

Distance from Predicted
ground zero overpressures DNA Gauge ORNL Overpressure
(ft) {psi) Line No. 1 gauges value used
440 100 66 106 106
540 50 53 68 53
640 30 31 43 31
740 20 20 32 20
820 15 15 24 15
1140 7 6.7 10.5 6.7
1370 5 5.8 6 5.8

To simplify this report, only a few references to distances from
ground zero or predicted overpressures will be made. Measured peak over-
pressures will be used (e.g., '"53 psi," "31 psi™).

The ORNL pressure gauges inside the shelters recorded low overpres-
sures. All these gauges functioned well. GHowever, the records of two
overpressures inside the shelters at the 31-psi overpressure range were
subsequently lost. All the ORNL pressure gauges were recovered, and all
but the two above-mentioned overpressures they recorded inside the

sheltlers are used in this report.

3.2 Elastic and Permanent Deformations

Elastic and permanent deformations of the roofs and some other
parts of the shelters were measured by passive mechanical devices.!
Over 90% of these functioned effectively. Linear measurements of dis-
tances between parts of a shelter were taken before and after the

blast.



3.3 Blast-Wind Scouring

Blast-wind scouring of the earth mounded over shelters and around
entryways was determined by driving 12-in, steel spikes into the earth
until their heads were flush with the ground and measuring their expo-
sures after the blast. (The duration of the blast winds is proportional
to the cube root of weapons yield:? thus the depth of scouring by larger
weapons can be estimated.) Also, preblast and postblast depths of earth

over and around shelters were recorded.

3.4 Blast Damage to Structures

Blast damage to all struetural parts of shelters and to the earth
walls of unshored shelters and of water storage pits were determined
primarily by observation. Numerous photographs were taken, both before
and after the blast, to record blast damage — the most important part of

the test data.

4, SMALL-PCOLE SHELTER AT 53 psi

4,1 Purpose

The Small-Pole Shelter (see Figs. 4.1 and 4.2) has been developed
for construction by unskilled workers in wooded areas (in stable or
unstable earth, below or above ground)}. It provides excellent protec-
tion against radiation and much better protection against blast than
does an unshored trench shelter or any poorly shored shelter. Untrained
groups of families, using only muscle-powered tocls, have succeeded in
building this type of shelter in less than 48 hr elapsed time from the
time they received the instructions.” A 24-man section of an infantry
platoon of the 82nd Airborne Division, with no prior training and using
only muscle-powered tools, built a 24-man model, without benches or
bunks, in 18 elapsed hours.® All of these models had only one entry.
The Russian-sized ventilation duct at the other end, that provided only
about 10 cm? of cross-sectional area per occupant, was found to result

in dangerously inadequate cooling during summertime tests in Tennessee.
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4.2 Comstruction

The main room and the horizontal part of the entryway at the east
end were of unmodified Russian design,®>”7 except that the excavation in
the hard caliche was made 2 ft deeper than the final level of the shelter
floor. Then this bottom 2 ft was backfilled with dry, sandy earth.
This soft earth under the wall poles permitted them to be pushed down
sufficiently under blast loading to throw most of the load onto the resul-
tant earth arching that blast overpressure sets up over a yielding
structure.

8 of the survivability of this shelter

A previous ORNL analysis
indicated that without the protection of earth arching it weould with-
stand an overpressure from a 200-kiloton weapon of about 15 psi with
blast doors closed. This analysis assumed the use of green hardwood
poles, the strengths of which were determined in the ORNL materials
laboratory. The roof poles and wall poles of all the ORNL pole shelters
in DICE THROW were ponderosa pine. In this shelter the poles averaged
about 5 in. in diameter, including their bark. The 12-occupant shelter
room was 10-1/2 ft long, as illustrated by Figs. 4.1 and 4.2,

The horizontal part of the entryway at the south end was only 4-1/2 ft
in height, with its floor 2-1/2 ft above the floor of the main room and
the east-end entryway.6a7 This height proved adequate, and this stoop-in
entryway required significantly less material and labor to build than
did the Russian-type horizontal entryway with 6 ft of headroom. (An
unmodified Russian Small-Pole Shelter has only a small chimney-like air
duct at one end; ORNL tests had proved that this small air duct would
provide such inadequate ventilation that fatalities from excessive heat-
humidity could result in warm or hot weather after a day of full
occupancy.) The vertical entrywavs were of ORNL design,7 as shown in
Figs. 4.1 and 4.2, except that they extended 5 ft above the ceilings of
the horizontal entryways. (The Russian inclined stairway-entrance had
been found to be weak and not suitable for the installation of a blast
door.)

The roof poles of this boxlike shelter were at ground level. The
length of this shelter was perpendicular to the radius from ground zero.

To provide adequate shielding against the initial nuclear radiation to



be expected at the approximately 50-psi overpressure range from smaller
nuclear weapons, the roofs of the shelter room and its entrvways were
covered with 5 [t of mounded earth. For adequate protection against
initial radiation from a tactical weapon (through the entries), each
entryway should have been at least 10 ft long. For protection against
radiation from strategic weapons, the entries actually built would be
satisfactory, and only 3 ft of earth cover would give a protection fac-
tor (PF) of over 500.

The need for blast doors on family shelters has long been recog-

9510 ORNL blast tests’ had demonstrated the effectiveness of

nized.
expedient blast doors with protector logs around them at overpressure

ranges up to 29 psi, and since the present Soviet nuclear arsenal could
subject over half of all Americans, if in their normal areas, to serious

blast dangers, we included three new designs of expedient blast doors in

our DICE THROW tests.

L PHOTO 6543-76
o

Fig. 4,3. DMNailing tire-strip hinges to expedient blast door
tested at the 53-psi overpressure range.

Both entrances of the Small-Pole Shelter were protected by expedient
blast doors (sce Figs. 4.3 and 4.4). Each door measured 48 x 42 in, and
each was made of five thicknesses of 3/4-in. exterior plywood. The
plywood sheets were glued together with waterproof resin and nailed
together from both sides, on a rectangular spacing of 4 in. in each
direction, with No. 16 (4-in.) coated nails. Expedient hinges made of

strips cut from the worn treads of automobile tires were nailed to the
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blast doors tested at DICE THROW were all of stronger comstruction than this door made of boards.
This door was damaged but still intact after being subjected to about 17 psi in the main explo-
sion of DNA's MIXED COMPANY Event.
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door and to vertical poles of the entry. A door was hinged on its side
nearest ground zero with five hinges nailed with 5-in. nails to the
five vertical poles of this side of its wvertical entry. Each hinge was
a 24-in.-long strip of worn, wide-tread automobile tire, 4 te 6-1/2 in.
wide and 1/4 to 1/2 in. thick, measured in the grooves of the tread.
Each strip was nailed to its door with twelve 5-in. nails, driven in
about 3-1/2 in., with their heads bent away from the hinge line.

Alfter seeing the bright light from a nuclear explosion, an alert
shelter occupant can close and secure this type of door within 4 sec.
This is fast enough to effect the closure of the door before the arrival
of the air-blast shock wave from an 8-megaton or larger weapon at the
20-psi or less overpressure range, but not fast enough at the 53-psi
range. Therefore, if this shelter is to afford protection against
tactical weapons, it should be equipped with expedient blast valves of
the tire-strip type (Fig. 4.5), installed in separate intake and exhaust
shafts, This type of valve installed in an air shaft 2 ft above its
bottom, has been blast tested without being damaged at 65 psi.!

: JPH‘OTO £545-76
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Fig. 4.5. Vertical cross Fig. 4.6. Blast-protector
section through an overlapping- logs around blast door after these
flaps blast valve. The tested logs were moved by blast effects
valve had four open-air slots, at the 53-psi overpressure range.

each 1L in. high and 10 in. wide.
The overall width of the housing
was 18 in.
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Each blast door was surrounded with blast-protector logs which had
been notched and spiked together and were evenly spaced around the door
(see Fig. 4.4). These logs (about 8 in. in diameter and 8 ft long) had
been placed with their upper sides about 2 in. higher than the top of
the closed blast door. Without blast-protector logs, the reflected
shock overpressure against a vertical side edge of this type of door
could be several times as great as the free-field peak overpressure.:’

At the 53-psi overpressure range, this reflected peak overpressure, that
would move the closed door horizontally, could be as mueh as 77,000 1b.
We believe that the door hinges and hold-down attachments of an expedient
door could not withstand this great a horizontal force. Furthermore,
stout blast-protector logs give an aboveground blast door some protection
against the heavy objects that in most areas would be hurled by a large

nuclear blast.

4,3 Test Results

Figure 4.6 shows the four blast-protector logs arcund the north-end
door after the blast. This explosion produced a measured peak over-
pressure of about 53-psi and a calculated peak blast-wind velocity of
about 1000 mph at this range (i.e., 540 ft from ground zerc). The blast
winds blew away up to 12 in. of the dry earth previocusly piled around
the blast-protector logs. The shock wave and dynamic drag effects
shifted these four logs from their original positions. In its final
position, the log nearest ground zero was so close to the hinges that
the door could be opened from the inside to an inclination of only
about 60°,

1f this door and its protector logs had been subiected to the same
overpressure from a large surface burst that would have produced dynamic
drag and blast-wind effects of much longer duration, the door might have
been jammed in its closed position by the shifted logs. If long, strong
stakes had been driven prior to the blast so as to secure the logs,
their movement would have been reduced. However, for maximum blast pro-
tection against nuclear weapons, this whole shelter should have been
positioned deep encugh in the earth so that its blast doors would have

been only a few inches above ground level, with the earth surrounding
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the blast-protector logs sloped up around them at an angle of about 10°.
(The slope angle of this mound was 36°.) Or the earth mounded over the
whole shelter should have all its slopes less than 10° if the earth is

dry and sandy.

LT 5L OTO 0704-77
T

-
-

Fig, 4.7, ©6Small-Pole Shelter after being tested with blast doors
closed at the 53-psi overpressure range. Note the slightly damaged
expedient shelter ventilating pump in the stoop-in entryway. Two men
worked about 5 min to replace the four blown-lcose flaps, the only
damage .

The pole frame and plywood blast doors of the Small-Pole Shelter
were essentially undamged by the blast effects at the 53-psi overpres-
sure range (see Fig. 4.7). However, occupants would have been injured
if they had been standing with their heads close to the ceiling, which
was rapldly depressed when pressure on the roof poles caused the wall
poles to be punched down into the soft, backfilled earth supporting them.
This downward movement of the roof and walls varied from a minimum of
2 in. in the southwest corner to a maximum of 6-1/4 in. in the north-
east corner. Figure 4.8 shows the movement at the center of the room,
where the upper part of the shelter was moved 4-1/4 in. away from ground
zero and 4-3/16 in. downward, relative to the "fixed" vertical post to
which the lower part of the damaged deflection gauge was attached.
Furthermore, about 15% of the floor area "puffed up" from 2 te 8 in.
above its original elevation.

Figure 4.9 shows how the floor "puffed up" about 6 in. in the north-
east corner of the shelter in the east entryway; pressurized earth caused

some earth to "flow'" up into the closed room, in which the measured peak
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PHOTO 6453-76

X

Fig. 4.8, Movement of upper
part of Small-Pole Shelter away
from ground zero due to blast ef-
fects at 53~psi overpressure range.

Fig. 4.9. "puffed-up” part of
the floor of Small-Pole Shelter due
to the start of earth flow under
moderately long-duration blast over-
pressure at the 5J-psi overpressure
range.
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overpressure was only 1.5 psi. About 85% of the floor area was undis-
turbed, as was the floor in front of the man's hand resting on the cross
brace. Neither the blast gauge resting on the brace pole in the corner
nor the small expedient fallout meter on top of it was moved.

If a person had been standing on the floor when it was "puffed up"
suddenly, possibly his legs could have been injured. To prevent possible
injuries due to an intact ceiling moving very rapidly downward and/or
the floor moving upward, occupants could recline in expedient bed-sheet
hammocks®? slung from the upper horizontal brace poles of the main
shelter room, as shown in Fig. 4.10C.

The whole roof, the upper horizontal braces, and the upper ends of
the wall poles were all displaced about 4-1/4 in. to the west (away
from ground zero) by the blast effects on the 5-ft-high mound of shielding
earth over the shelter. The sides of this mound sloped about 36°; its
width on top averaged about 10 ft. (If this dry mound had been subjected
to the blast effects of a megaton or larger nuclear weapon at the same
53-psi overpressure range, the much greater impulse and longer—duration
drag effects might have caused the earth mound to be displaced far
enough to wreck the underlying pole shelter — especially since the long-
duration blast winds would have scoured away most of the cover of very
dry, loose earth. Even a mound of wet earth, which is much less vulner-
able to long-duration blast-wind scouring, might have been displaced far

enocugh to cause serious or disastrous structural damage.)

Fig. 4.10. Expedient bed-sheet hammock, useful to avoid severe
shock effects in a shelter at high overpressure ranges. The man is
operating an expedient shelter ventilating pump via an expedient
pulley equivalent, a greased forked stick suspended on strings.
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The maximum overpressure measured inside the shelter was 1.5 psi —
not enough to be harmful. Less than half of this pressure increase was
due to the sudden reductien in the velume of the shelter room which was
described above. The rest was caused by blast wind that blew through
cracks between the poles near the top of the vertical entryways. These
cracks appeared after the initial blast wind had scoured away several
inches of the covering earth and torn away the polyethvlene f£ilm that,
with the essential help of small-scale earth arching, had kept earth
from being forced between the cracks by the peak overpressure,

There was no damage to any of the life-support equipment in this
shelter, except for quickly repairable damage to the expedient shelter
ventilating pump (KAP)!'? pictured in Fig. 4.6. (Without the protection
of closed blast doors, a KAP or any other pump securely installed in an
entry would be wrecked by the entering shock wave and blast winds, even
at ranges as low as 3 to 4 psi. Without forced ventilation, below-
ground shelters cannot be fully occupied in warm or hot weather. How-—
ever, a KAP can be installed so that a shelter occupant can detach it
and meve it out of the way in the few seconds between seeing the very
bright light from a large nuclear explosion and the arrival of the

shock wave at lower overpressure ranges.:3)

4.4 Conclusions and Recommendations

4.4.1. A Small-Pole Shelter built in stable ground and equipped
with blast doors can give reliable protection against the blast effects
of small tactical weapons up to about the 50-psi overpressure range.

4,4,2, A modification of this shelter with a continuous pole
floor under the wall poles should not fail as a possible result of a
large amount of pressurized and destabilized earth flowing up into it
through its floor when subjected to the long-duration overpressures and
large movements caused by a megaton explosion.

4.4.3. 1In order to prevent the above modification from seriously
reducing the capability of the shelter frame to yield under blast
loading and thus promote protective earth arching, a Small-Pole Shelter

should be blast tested with all its poles covered with ¥eadily crushable
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material, such as small tree limbs. Then this material should be covered
with fabric or plastic before placing earth around and over the pro-
tected shelter.

4,4.4, Small-Pole Shelters modified in these ways should be sub-
jected to the effects of blast simulating at least a 100-kiloton explo-
sion at the 50- and 100-psi overpressure ranges, when installed in a
trench dug in unstable earth, deep enough so that its blast doors are

only about a foot above the original ground level.
5. UNMODIFIED RUSSIAN POLE-COVERED TRENCH SHELTERS
AT 20 AND 6.7 psi
5.1 Purpose
Two identical unmodified Russian Pole~Covered Trench Shelters were
tested at the 6.7- and 20-psi overpressure ranges, in order to make a
more accurate estimate of the blast protection afforded occupants of

this common type of Russian expedient shelter. This unshored "dugout”

is recommended for construction in stable earth.

5.2 Constructien

The two unmodified Russian Pole-Covered Trench Shelters were of the
design detailed in the 1969 Soviet civil defense handbook!" except that
the entrance stairways were at right angles to their lengths, a modifi-

cation recommended in both the 1972 and 1976 Russian shelter-building

manuals.!%>1% Figure 5.1 shows most of the roof poles in position before

- * TR T &y PHOTO 6406-76
( ,“ « .-\35;4“?

'

Fig. 5.1. Poles covering Russian Pole-Covered Trench Shelter
at 20-psi overpressure range, with uncompleted stairway opening
facing away from ground zero.
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the shelter was covered with 4-mil polyethylene and with earth mounded
30 in. deep. A total of 62 lodgepole pine poles, each 7 ft long, were
laid side by side across the 31-ft-long trench (not including the right-
angle entry stairway shown in the foreground of Fig. 5.1). Figure 5.2

gives the details of this simple fallout shelter.

5.3 Location and Test Results

A Soviet civil defense handbook® states that within "the zone of
complete destruction" the overpressure exceeds 0.5 kg/cm? (V7 psi) and
that all residential and industrial buildings and all fallout shelters
will be destroyed. (This limitation obviously does not apply to the
Russian "hasty shelters' built of prefabricated concrete or steel com-
ponents. Typical Russian expedient fallout shelters are of light con-
struction and are not designed to withstand blast effects.) Therefore,
one unmodified Russion Pole-Covered Trench Shelter was built at the
forecast 7-psi overpressure range (6.7 psi was measured). Because of
the almost rocklike caliche earth, an identical shelter was built at
the 20-psi range, to see if occupants might survive more severe blast
effects than those at the 7-psi range, Neither shelter had a blast door.

In the shelter at 20 psi, two anthropomorphic dummies (supplied by
the Lovelace Foundation) were seated side by side just inside the inner
curtain (see Figs. 5.2 and 5.3). A movie camera was installed by Denver
Research Institute for the U.S. Army's Ballistic Research Laboratory.
This camera was farther inside the shelter, mounted on a concreted-in-
the-ground post. This camera took 400 frames/sec; the four photographs of
Fig. 5.3 were taken in 1/100 sec. The first photograph shows only a
slight movement of the innermost blanket-curtain. The second shows the
earth walls beginning to crumbhle under the forces of a ground shock wave,
induced by the airwave slap coverhead before the airborne shock wave
reached these walls or the dummies. The third and fourth photographs
show the innermost blanket-curtain being torn, revealing the torn outer-
most curtain, that was darker colored, being blown behind and against it.
The collapsing walls trapped the two dummies before the entering blast
wind, which was shown by the four movie frames to have a velocity of
about 180 mph, could blow them over. (The blast wind peaked at about
470 mph outside this shelter.)

Figure 5.4 shows the dummies trapped by the collapsing walls.
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Fig. 5.3. Dummies being struck by air blast and curtains
traveling about 180 mph. WNote the walls collapsing uander ground-
shock stresses before the arrival of the airborne shock wave.

Fig. 5.4. Dummies at 20-psi range after ground shock collapsed
the earth walls of shelter. Their steel "bones" and joints prevented
them from being knocked down and buried.
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Because their strong steel joints did not permit these dummies to bend
forward, the collapsing walls did not bend them forward, knock them
down, and bury them, as would have been the fate of two men. Note the
unbroken roof poles.

The measured overpressure inside this shelter was 7 psi — high enough
to break some persons' eardrums. (If this shelter had been subjected
to the blast effects of a megaton weapon at the 20-psi range, the maxi-
mum overpressure inside the shelter would have been almost 20 psi.)

The entry was wrecked and much of its covering earth was blown

away, as illustrated by Fig. 5.5. The ventilation duct was broken off.

EY

WTQ 6460-76

Fig. 5.5. Wrecked entry of Russian Pole-Covered Trench
Shelter at 20 psi.

PHOTO 6462-76
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Fig. 5.6. Dummy knocked off bench in Russian Pole-Covered
Trench Shelter at the 6.7-psi overpressure range.
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At the 6.7-psi range, an identical shelter suffered serious damage.
Chunks of hard caliche weighing up to about 400 1b were broken off the
very stable earth walls and would have injured shelter occupants. A
dummy seated on a fixed bench next to the blanket-curtains was knocked

off the bench by the shock wave and the entering blast winds (see Fig.

5.6).

5.4 Conclusions

5.4.1. 1In soils typical of most inhabited areas, if a shelter of
this design were subjected to the blast effects of a much larger explo-
sion at the 7-psi overpressure range, the Russian estimate of '"total
destruction' would probably prove to be realistic. As specified for
Russian shelters, this shelter room and entryway are of stand-up height,
(The authors believe that "total destruction” in this sense means the
shelter would be so badly damaged as to be uninhabitable — not that
all occupants would be promptly killed.)

5.4.2. Earth arching in adequately thick earth cover over pole
roofs prevents the poles from being broken by overpressures far in
excess of the pressures such roofs could withstand if uncovered.

5.4.3, ©Stresses due to ground shocks and earth waves would be the
predominant causes of failure of unshored trench shelters subjected to
the blast effects of large explosions.

5.4.4, To reduce the damage to unshored trench walls caused by
the vertical pressures exerted by the roof poles on the trench walls,
whenever boards are available they should be laid on the ground to serve
as mud sills supporting the roof poles close to their ends. (In DNA's
MIXED COMPANY blast test,1 an ORNL Pole-Covered Trench Shelter was
essentially undamaged after being tested closed at the 12-psi overpres-
sure range. This shelter was 54 in. deep, 42 in. wide, and had 7-ft
roof poles resting on 2 x 6 in. mud sills. However, in MIXED COMPANY

the ground-shock effects were not as severe as in DICE THROW.)
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6. LOG-COVERED TRENCH SHELTER AT 53 psi

5.1 Purpose

We constructed an unshored trench shelter with its roof poles posi-

tioned in two different ways and located at the predicted 50-psi over-

pressure range because:

1. We anticipated that the extremely stable, rocklike caliche at the
test site would result in unshored trench walls being so strong
that they would not collapse under the ground-shock stresses pro-
duced at the 50-psi range by l-kiloton blast effects.

2. We were confident that effective earth arching in the thick
earth covering would prevent the breaking of roof poles.

3. We were interested in comparing the effectiveness of the Russian

and the Chinese way of roofing a trench with poles or logs.

5.2 Construction

This shelter was built with half of its 12-ft-long room having
its roof poles positioned in the Russian manner at ground level (see
Figs. 5.1, 5.2, and 6.1). The other half of the room had its roof poles
positioned in a recommended Chinese manner!’ (i.e., about 28 in. below

ground level). Figure 6.1 shows the vertical cross sections of these

ORNL DWG 77-10330

Russian Chinese

Fig. 6.1. Comparison of Russian way and Chinese way of positioning
poles to roof a trench shelter. Note that the Chinese way requires about
35% less earth to be moved in order to make a 5-ft-thick covering — about
the thickness specified in a Chinese handbook for shielding against
initial nuclear radiation.
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two halves as modified from the original designs in order to permit a
better comparison between the merits of the two different ways of
positioning roof poles. (The room of the Russian half was made 16 in.
less in height than in the original Russian design, and the Chinese half
was made 4 in, less in width than specified in the Chinese handbook.!”)

As shown in Fig., 6.1, the Chinese half was built with its roof
poles resting on earth shelves 28 in. below ground level, cut into the
hard caliche. All roof poles (logs) were ponderosa pine. The poles
averaged about 5 in. in diameter, not including their bark; all were
cut 7 ft long. Earth was mounded about 5 ft above ground level over this
whole shelter. This resulted in about 4-1/2 ft of earth covering the
roof logs of the Russian half and about 6 ft covering the roof logs of
the Chinese half. Blast-wind scouring removed a foot of this mounded
dry, loose earth. 1If blast-wind scouring by a very large explosion had
blown away almost all the dry earth mounded above ground level, the
Chinese shelter would still have had adequate cover to provide good
falleout protection.

The vertical parts of the two entries to the shelter were of a
newly developed design with triangular cross sections. The expedient
blast doors were of a new triangular type. This design (see Figs. 6.2

and 6.3) was developed in order to: (1) use green poles cut from

Fig. 6.2. Hewing square sides on a log. The hewer had first
secured the log by nailing two small poles to the unhewn logs on the
ground and to the already hewn upper side of the log, near its ends.
Then he had made vertial ax cuts about 3 to 4 in. apart and at angles
of about 45° to the surface of the log. He had made these multiple
cuts almost as deep as he planned to make the centerline of the finished
flat side. The hewer is shown cutting off long strips, producing a
vertical flat side at right angles to the already hewn, horizontal
upper side.
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Fig. 6.3. Expedient triangular blast door made of pine poles.
The auto-tire flap valves over the 1-1/2-in.-wide spaces between the
poles were undamaged by the blast effects at the 53-psi overpressure
range. Ground zero was to the left, in prolongation with the hinge
pole of the door. Blast effects had moved the three connected blast-
protector logs, preventing the door from being opened fully.

ordinary trees to make a tight-closing expedient blast door that takes
advantage of the fact that three intersecting straight lines determine a
plane, (2) require only widely available hand tools and common materials
(e.g., auto tires, nails, and some wire or rope, in addition to poles),
and (3) make practical the use of a triangular vertical shelter entry,
which has a smaller cross-sectional area than does a rectangular vertical
entry big enough for the same sized person to use and shows promise of
requiring less materials to meet a given level of blast protection.

Few modern Americans know how to hew flat sides on a log or pole, a
skill required to build blast-tight blast doors out of green trees. But
most persons who can swing an ax should be able to learn quickly if
shown instructions for hewing such as those given in Fig. 6.Z2.

The triangular blast doors tested at 53 psi are shown in Figs. 6.3,

6.4, 6,5, and 6.6,
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PHOTO 6442-76

Fig. 6.4. View of the same triangular blast door, looking in a
direction perpendicular to the radius from ground zero. The hinge pole,
originally 7 in. in diameter after peeling, had been flattened on its
top and back side. The two other poles, 8 in. in diameter, had been
flattened on their bottom, top, and inner sides. All three outer poles
were notched and nailed together. ©Note the slots between the door-

covering poles,

Fig. 6.5. Broken pole of triangular door seat. This pole was
broken by differential movements of the earth mounded over the shelter.
The man's hand rested on the unbroken hinge pole.
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Fig. 6.6, Posttest condition of expedient triangular blast
door. Some flap valves had been jammed shut, and much earth and
sand had been deposited.

6.3 Test Results

Figures 6.2 and 6.3 show the triangular blast door on the south end
of the shelter, undamaged after the blast. WNote that one of the three
blast-protector logs (the log in the lower left corner of the photo-
graph) has been pushed by the blast up against the hinge pole of the
blast door. The deor was undamaged. (If a door of this type and size
was not protected by blast-protector logs and if at the 53-psi over-
pressure range a blast shock wave struck one of its 8-in.-thick edges
perpendicular to the plane of this edge, the door could be subjected to
a peak horizontal force of about 90 tons.) However, the movement of
the earth mound had broken the door-seat pole on which the man's foot
is shown resting in Fig. 6.3. Figure 6.5 shows the break more clearly.

Both of the triangular blast doors were undamaged. The expedient
blast valves on the blast doors were closed by the blast, and about 75%
opened after the blast, permitting adequate ventilation with an expedient
pump, a KAP. The overpressure inside the Chinese half was 1.5 psi, and
the overpressure directly under the north door was 3 psi. The results
of this test indicate that the use of expedient blast valves over the
1-1/2-in.-wide cracks of this blast door is impractical. Most of the
flap valves opened before the strong blast after-winds subsided. These

winds plus the natural desert winds blew so much dirt and sand through
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the valves and into the shelter that a serious fallout entry prohlem
could exist after a nuclear blast. Figure 6.5 shows the blast door at
the north end of the shelter before it was opened after the blast. Much
earth and sand had been deposited on it by the subsiding blast winds.

Although not one roof pole of any part of this shelter or any other

shelter was broken or cracked, the ground-shock effects collapsed the

walls of the Russian half of this shelter so badly (see Fig. 6.7) that
all occupants would have been killed. Damage to the Chinese half was
much less serious, although hundreds of pounds of caliche, some chunks
welghing up to 20 1lb, were broken off the edges of the shelves supporting
the roof logs. The roof deflection gauge in the Chinese half recorded a
maximum transient downward deflection of 1~1/2 in. and a permanent

deflection of 7/8 in.

PHOTO G445-76

Fig. 6.7. Postshot view of the caved-in caliche walls of the
"Russian" half of the Log-Covered Trench Shelter at 53 psi.

6.4 Conclusions and Recommendations

6.4.1. Under the longer-duration blast effects of a large nuclear
explosion, vertical entries protected by steep-sided earth mounds rising
several feet above original grade level would probably be wrecked by the
combined effects of blast-wind scouring and dynamic drag.

6.4.2. Blast doors should be positioned only about a foot above

ground level, and earth should be mounded with slopes of 10° or less.
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(Unfortunately, such deeper excavation, even in softer earth, might make
construction within 48 hr impractical for builders having only hand
tools.)

6.4.3. Triangular hlast doors made of poles can readily be built
to withstand 50-psi blast effects, but should be made sclid and as
nearly dust-tight as practical. Separate ventilation shafts with blast
valves should be provided, with the blast valves positioned about 2 ft
from the bottom of each shaft.

6.4.4. Persons building expedient shelters to provide protection
against nuclear blast effects should build well-shored shelters with

blast doors and blast valves whenever practical.

7. LOG-COVERED TRENCH SHELTER AT 31 psi

7.1 Purpose

A near counterpart of the Log-Covered Trench Shelter that was
tested at 53 psi was tested at 31 psi, in order to determine at what
overpressure range this type of shelter, if built in extremely stable
earth, will survive. Also we wished to test a semiexpedient design of

steel blast door on a shelter entrance at approximately 30 psi.

7.2 Construction

This shelter was constructed the same as the Leg-Covered Trench
Shelter at 53 psi, except that protecting its single entry it had a
semiexpedient blast door made of about 657 of a 30-gal steel oil drum.
Rubber-tire hinges and rubber-tire seals made a snug closure between the
door and the upper part of the vertical entry. The upper 2 ft of the
vertical entry was made of two thicknesses of 2-in. beards nailed together

(see Fig. 7.1).

7.3 Test Results

Although the blast effects loosened some of the bolts of the steel
blast door, tore the metal in several places, and produced other damage

indicating that it was on the verge of failure, it did not fail.



30

Fig. 7.1. Semiexpedient blast door made of a 30-gal steel drum,
badly damaged at 31 psi but still blast-tight. Blast-wind scouring
had removed up to 17 in. of the dry earth mounded around this entrance
and blown away its single blast-protector log.

Fig. 7.2. Serious wall caving at 31 psi (predicted 30 psi).
The beam deflection gauge on top of the post showed a 2-1/2-in.
lowering of the center roof log.

Figure 7.2 pictures the interior of the Chinese half of the shelter
after the blast had broken hundreds of pounds of caliche off the very
stable walls and lowered the roof poles from an estimated maximum of
up to 6 in. at some lower ends on the side nearest ground zero to a
minimum of about an inch at scme of their opposite ends. This lowering
did not cause the roof to collapse. No poles were cracked in any part
of this shelter. The walls of the Russian half collapsed so badly that

all occupants would have been buried.
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7.4 Conclusion and Recommendations

7.4.1. Even in extremely stable earth, an unshored trench shelter
at 31 psi would give inadequate blast protection against even a small

tactical nuclear weapon.

7.4.2. The steel-drum blast deor is not as blast resistant as pole
or plywood blast doors that require materials much less difficult to

find and that require less skill, tools, and time to build.

8. DOOR-COVERED EARTH-ROLL SHELTERS AT 15 AND 5.8 psi

8.1 Purpose

Two of these aboveground small fallout shelters,’ made of interior
hollow-core doors, bed sheets, and other materials available in tens of
millions of American homes, were tested at the 15- and 5.8-psi overpres-
sure ranges in order to determine whelher the shelters would afford

better blast protection than would typical homes.

8.2 Construction

Each shelter was built with its long axis on a radius from ground
zero. Figure 8.1 shows the interior of the shelter at the 1l5-psi range

before the explosion. The vertical stick touching a roofing door is a

PHOTO 6497-76

Fig. 8.1. Bed-sheet "earth-roll" walls 36 in. apart before test.
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roof deflection gauge, with its upper end consisting of nothing but a
thin cylinder of household aluminum foil, an unsatisfactory device if
exposed to blast wind. Figure 8.2 gives details of the construction of

these shelters.

8.3 Test Results

Figure 8.3 is a posttest picture of the northward-facing entry of
the shelter at the 15-psi overpressure range. This photograph also
shows part of the northward-facing side of this shelter, The blast winds
scoured only about 1 in. of earth from the top of this shelter, appar-
ently because its long, flat top extended in the same direction that
the blast winds blew. Note the proof of the toughness of polyester-
cotton pillowcases used to make 100-1b sandbags. The sandbag in the
foreground was blow about 7 ft by the approximately 370-mph blast wind
without being broken.

To the surprise of most observers, earth arching above the roof
doors prevented any of them from being broken in by the blast effects.
The doors were not broken in, even though the lower 1/8-in. plywood
veneer of three of the six doors was broken. Figure 8.4 pictures the
interior of the shelter at the 15-psi overpressure range after the blast
effects outside had caused the sandy soil inside the bedsheet "earth-
rolls' to "flow" inward rapidly. The width of the shelter was reduced
from 36 in. to a minimum of 14 in. No additional earth movements were
observed during the two weeks following this test. This unanticipated
earth "flow" within the "earth-rolls" did not tear any of the pieces of
bedsheet cloth. The velocity of earth "flow'" was not measured. However,
we believe that such earth "flows" take place only while earth is
destabilized by ground-shock effects. Judging from the pressure-time
measurements cited in the following paragraph, the drastic reduction in
the width of this shelter occurred in less than a second — too short a
time to permit a shelter occupant sitting with back against a wall to
avoid being crushed.

Pressure-time measurements on the adjacent DNA Gauge Line No. 1
showed that only about 40 msec elapsed between the peak overpressure of

14.9 psi recorded at the same distance (820 ft) from ground zero, and
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PHOTO 6483-76

Fig. 8.3. Northward-facing entry (at right angle to the direction
to ground zero) of Door-Covered Earth-Roll Shelter at the 15-psi
overpressure range. This is a posttest photograph.

PHOTO 6484-76

Fig., 8.4. 1Interior of Door-Covered Earth-Rell Shelter after
15-psi blast effects had reduced width of shelter from 36 in. to a
minimum of 14 in. near its center.

its reduction to & psi, the maximum overpressure recorded inside this
shelter by the ORNL pressure gauge shown in the foreground of Fig. 8.4.
The gauge that had been installed to measure the roof deflection was
blown away by the entering shockwave and blast wind. The reduction in
ceiling height appeared to be less than 1 in. in this part of the
shelter, but up to about 4 in. in other parts.

At the 5.8-psi overpressure range, the Door-Covered Earth-Roll

Shelter was still habitable for weeks after the test. Figure 8.5
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PHOTOC 6485-76

Fig. 8.5. Posttest interior of Door-Covered Earth-Rell Shelter
at 5.8-psi overpressure range., The lower 1/8-in. veneer of the
doors had been badly broken by impact before the test, due to a
front-end loader having dumped tons of earth onto this yielding roof.

shows that at 5.8 psi the walls were not forced inward by the blast
effects. The unbroken upper 1/8-in. veneer plies of the doors held as
flexible membranes, and earth arching was set up in time to prevent
this shelter's roof from being collapsed either as a result of initial
mechanized earth loading or due to the 5.8-psi blast effects.

The peak overpressure measured inside this shelter was 3 psi, about
hialf the 5.8 psi measured outside on DNA's adjacent CGauge Line No. I.

The blast winds, which peaked outside at about 175 mph, scoured away

only a fraction of an inch of the shielding earth.

8.4 Conclusions and Recommendations

8.4.1. A Door-Covered Earth-Roll Shelter obviously is impractical
for use as a blast-protective shelter against blast effects considerably
less than those at the 15-psi overpressure range from even a very small
nuclear weapon.

8.4.2., 1If this fallout shelter with a protection factor of at
least 200 had been built in a typical suburb and had been subjected to
the blast winds from a megaton weapon at the same 5.8-psl overpressure
range, it might have been damaged or destroyed by blast-hurled pieces

of houses and/or trees.
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8.4.3. Notwithstanding the hazards inherent in the use of this
or any other lightly constructed aboveground shelter in a blast area,
occupants of this simple shelter would have a decidedly better chance of
surviving than would people inside typical suburban homes, which would

be demolished by the blast effects at 5.8 psi.

9. RIDGE-POLE SHELTERS AT 15 AND 5.8 psi
9.1 Purpose

In wooded areas having the water table or rock teoo close to the
surface for below-ground expedient shelters to be practical, untrained
families with few tools have been able to build Ridge-Pole Shelters in
less than 48 hr.l2 ©No prior blast testing of this type of shelter,
which has its side poles merely leaning against its ridge pole, had

been carried out anywhere (see Fig. 9.1).

9.2 Construction

Two identical Ridge-Pole Shelters were built, each having the
dimensions shown in Fig. 9.2. One was tested at the measured 15-psi
overpressure range and the other at the 5.8-psi overpressure range.
Each was positioned with its ridge pole perpendicular to a radius from

ground zero, with one of its two crawl-in entries facing ground zero

PHOTO 6405-76

Fig. 9.1. Almost completed frame of Ridge-Pole Shelter at
15 psi. Only the outermost roof pole of the entry had been placed
on its wall poles.
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and the other entry faring in the opposite direction. Figure 9.1 shows
the almost completed pole frume, plus a temporary brace pole steadying
the entrance. The pole frame was next covered with small, leafy limbs
(Fig, 9.3), which in turn were covered with 4-mil polyethylene. Then a
covering of dry, sandy earth 2 £t thick was placed over the whole
shelter, with carth-filled potato bags retaining the earth over the

entrances.

PHOTQ 6476-76

Fig, 9.3. Covering the frame of a Ridge-Pole Shelter with
salt cedar limbs.

9.3 Test Results

9.3.1 At 15 psi. Contrary to our expectations Lhat the blast
effects would collapse the main room, the main room was undamaged (see
Fig. 9.4). The ridge pole was moved only 3/4 in. away from ground zero.
However, up to 9 in. of earth was scoured off the top of the shelter.

In three places the underlying plastic over the ridge was broken; as a
result, dry, sandy earth fell through the roof poles in thesc places,
producing holes several inches across, open Lo the aky.

The seriousness of what would be the amount of blast=wind scouring
by a l-megaton explosion (which at a given overpressure range would pro-
duce blast winds lasting ten times as long as the l-kiloton blast winds
at DICE THROW) is indicated by the removal of all shielding earth from
the ground-zero side of a 1/10-scale model of this Ridge-Pole Shelter,
also tested at 195 psi (see Fig. 9.5).
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PHOTO 6498-76

Fig. 9.4. Posttest interior of Ridge-Pole Shelter at 15 psi.
The main room was undamaged; the ridge pole had been moved only
3/4 in., away from ground zero.

Fig. 9.5. Posttest exterior of 1/10-scale Ridge-Pole Shelter
at 15 psi. Scouring by the blast winds had removed practically all
the earth, plastic, and twigs on the side facing ground zero and
over the two entries — indicative of blast-wind scouring of earth
cover over a full-scale shelter by a megaton explosion.

The most surprising damage is shown by Figs. 9.6 and 9.7. Obviously,
the dry earth moved ("flowed") away from the middle of the shelter and
toward the two ends of the shelter. Apparently the pressures on the

ends of the shelter were decreased as compared with the pressures on the
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Fig. 9.6. Collapsed entrance facing away from ground zero, at
15 psi. The blast winds had scoured away most of the covering earth,
and the earth had "flowed" away from the center of the shelter,
pushing the upper part of the entry in a direction perpendicular to
the radius from ground zero.

PHOTO 6477-76

Fig. 9.7. Postblast view of the entry of the Ridge-Pole Shelter
facing ground zero, at 15 psi. Note the scattered potato-sack sand-
bags that had been placed to retain the earth over the entry. Earth
"flow" had pushed all but the base of the entry away from the middle
of the shelter, leaving none of the entry walls perpendicular.

center, both by the lack of reflected overpressures at the ends and the
lowering of pressures at the ends caused by Bernouli effects, where the
velocitlies of the blast winds were increased as the winds passed around
the ends of the obstructing shelter.

The three fireplace-size logs (see Fig. 9.7) in front of the
entrance facing ground zero, and also the two poles pictured resting on

the side of the shelter, had been carried by the blast winds from where
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they had been stacked before the test at the 70-psi range, 315 ft from
where they came to rest. Note the identifying spot of paint on the end

of the log on the right.

The overpressure inside reached only 3 psi, due to the small size
0f the semicollapsed entryways, the relatively large volume of the main
room, and the relatively short time (about 80 msec) that the overpres-

sure outside remained above 3 psi.

9.3.2 At 5.8 psi. As anticipated, this Ridge-Pole Shelter was
undamaged as regards its pole frame. Measurements showed the ridge pole
to be unmoved. However, 6 to 12 in. of dry, sandy earth was removed
from the ridge, partly due to blast-wind scouring and partly due to
shock effects having broken five holes in the 4-mil polyethylene where
the thin plastic covered the rough ends of the wall poles. Some dry,
sandy earth had fallen through these holes, but no part of the roof was

wholly uncovered. The overpressure measured inside was 2 psi.

9.4 Conclusions and Recommendations

9.4.1. Due to the amount of dry shielding earth that would be
removed by the blast winds produced by the sizes of nuclear weapons that
menace the United States, and alsc due to the damage that aboveground
shelters built in wooded areas would suffer from blast-hurled trees, the
practicality of Ridge-Pole Shelters for protection against both blast
effects and fallout is severely limited. (If the earth is wet, however,
blast-wind scouring by 1l-kiloton blast winds at the 1l6-psi overpressure
range removes a negligible thickness of sandy earth from a shelter with
the same slope and orientation of roof.!l)

9.4.2. Before covering this type of shelter with thin plastic
pPreparatory to covering with earth, the ends of its poles should be
covered with cleth, rugs, or other stronger material in order to prevent
the sharp edges or splinters on the ends of peoles from causing the
plastic to be torn when being covered with earth or subjected to blast

stresses.
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10. DOOR~-COVERED TRENCH SHELTERS AT 31 AND 15 psi

10.1 Purpose

Most separate American homes have enough interior doors to roof a
trench shelter for the occupants and thus provide them with much better
protection against fallout radiation and fire than do the great majority
of homes. In a prior DNA blast test, a Door-Covered Trench Shelter
was essentially undamaged at 5 psi. Therefore, we tested this simple
fallout shelter at the predicted 30- and 15-psi overpressure ranges.

The test at 30 psi was carried out to learn whether or not earth arching
would prevent the collapse of the hollow-core interior doors rcofing a
trench dug in almost rocklike earth — not to estimate the ultimate
survivabillity of persons exposed to 30-psi blast effects in a very

small open shelter.

10.2 Construction

The Door-Covered Trench Shelters at 31 and 15 psi were of identical
construction, as shown by Fig. 10.1. However, a greater thickness of
earth was mounded over these shelters, about 2-1/2 ft, than shown in
this drawing. We found that a hollow-core interior door can withstand
being covered with earth many feet thick, since it yields under loading,

and protective earth arching develops in earth mounded over it.

10.3 Test Results

10.3.1., The shelter at 31 psi was a total failure, Earth arching
over the doors did not prevent them from being broken in at this high
overpressure. Figure 10.2 shows the depression resulting from this
collapsed shelter, photographed eight days after the blast. Note the
large amount of sand that had been blown into this depression during these
postblast eight days. 1In the desert outside the blast-devastated area,
the grass and desert shrubs prevented any consequential blowing of sand
and dust during these same eight days. Open entries serving as ventila-
tion openings had large amounts of sand blown into them, indicating a

potential fallout-entry problem in blast-devastated areas.
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Fig. 10.l. Door-Covered Trench Shelter tested at 31 and 15 psi.
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PHOTO 0703-77

Fig. 10.2. Photo of Door-Covered Trench Shelter at 31 psi
taken eight days after the blast. The doors were smashed in. Note
the sand accumulation in the right side of the hole, indicative of
the probability of dangerous amounts of fallout being blown into
entries used as ventilation openings in blast-~devastated areas.

PHOTO 6488-76

Fig. 10.3. Postblast interior of Door-Covered Trench Shelter
at 15 psi. TLarge chunks of earth were knocked off the walls. Between
16 and 24 days after the blast, the partly broken doors broke completely.

10.3.2. At 15 psi the roofing doors were cracked but not broken
in (see Fig. 10.3). However, much hard caliche was broken off the
walls. The overpressure measured inside the shelter was 5 psi, high

enough to break some occupants' eardrums.
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10.4 Conclusions and Recommendations

10.4.1. 1If subjected to the longer-duration overpressures and
greater amplitudes of ground motions caused by strategic weapons, Door-
Covered Trench Shelters would afford obviously inadequate blast protec-
tion at overpressure ranges considerably less than 15 psi.

10.4.2. 1In blast-devastated areas, the problem of fallout particles
being blown into shelters dependent for their air supply on ground-level

openings could be serious.

11. CHINESE ''MAN" SHELTER AT 20 psi
11.1 Purpose

In the first Chinese handbook!” on nuclear defense that came into
our hands, we saw the shelter illustrated by Fig. 11.1. Previously,
we had never seen or conceived a blast shelter of this design or one
built of such thin poles. If such thin poles could safely be used, it
would reduce the labor of obtaining the poles for an expedient blast
shelter — one of the chief constraints on the practicality of such

shelters. Therefore, we decided to blast test this Chinese design.
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Fig. 11.1. Chinese '"Man" Shelter tested at 20 psi. This shelter
is called "Man" Shelter in a Chinese civil defense handbook because a
cross section of its frame resembles the Chinese character '~ for

“man."
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11.2 Construction

The main room was 10 ft long., It was made in a trench with two
shelves, a bench, and a 1-ft-wide foot trench dug into the hard caliche.
The sloping wall poles were first cut 6 ft by 6 in. long, but later had
to be reduced about 6 in. in length because their lower ends could not
have been dug into the rocklike earth without breaking off large chunks
0f the two shelves cn which the wall poles rested. The two small poles,
one below and one above where the wall poles crossed at the top of the
frame, were encircled tightly with a single strand of No. 9 wire between
each adjacent wall pole.

The 10-ft-long main room (see Figs. 11.2 and 11.3) plus a 5~ft-long
horizontal entryway required 28 poles on each side, averaging about 3 in.
in diameter, including bark. The tops of these poles averaged about
2-1/2 in., excluding bark. The horizontal entryway was of the same
design as the main rcocom, except that its entire floor was at the same
level as the shelves and the bottoms of the wall poles of the main room.
It led to the vertical south—end entry that, for lack of a Chinese
drawing, we designed and built using the triangular construction pic-
tured in Figs. 11.2 and 11.4. The poles of the vertical entry averaged
a little over 3 in. in diameter, including bark. Above the 30 x 30 in.
opening at the outer end of the horizontal entryway, the inside of the

vertical entry was an equilateral triangle 39 in. on a side — big

PHQOTO 6464-76

Fig. 11.2. Completed frame of Chinese '"Man" Shelter tested at
20 psi., In accord with the Chinese drawing, the poles of the main
room averaged only about 3 in. in diameter. The triangular entries
and triangular blast doors were of ORNL designs.



PHOTO 0698-77

Fig., 11.3. Undamaged interior, showing earth bench on one side
and roof deflection gauge on post.

Fig. 11.4. The lower part of the vertical triangular entry is
pressed horizontally against two pairs of vertical posts. Each pair is
wired together. The two pairs are held apart by two horizontal spacer
poles toenailed in place to frame the rectangular opening between the
horizontal and vertical parts of the entry. The pairs of vertical posts
are pressed against two horizontal poles {the uppermost is shown) that
in turn press against both the outermost two poles of the horizontal part
of the entry and the earth in two slots dug in the sidewalls of the
excavation.



Fig. 11.5. Posttest undamaged triangular blast door, made of
three 5-in.-diam peeled poles covered with seven 4-in.-diam peeled poles.
Between these covering poles were six 2-in.-wide ventilation slots, pro-
tected by six flap valves made of strips cut from worn tire treads.

enough for a big man (see Figs. 11.2 and 11.4). The five uppermost
poles averaged 4 in. in diameter, and the top three were notched and
nailed together so as to make a plane on which the blast door could be
closed snugly.

The blast door was very similar to the triangular blast doors on
the Log-Covered Trench Shelters described in Sect. 6, except that the
three frame poles of the door were smaller in diameter, and the door had
six open slots and six flap valves, as shown in Figs. 11.5 and 11.6. To
prevent the door and the uppermost poles of the triangular entry from
being pulled up and blown away during the negative pressure phase of an
explosion, the uppermost poles were wired securely to poles about 3 ft

lower down the entry.



49

HOTO 6469-76

Fig. 11.7. Covering the
limb-covered pole frame with bed
sheets. Salt cedar limbs had
first been placed crosswise over
the lightly constructed pole

Fig, 11.6. Undamaged frame.
triangular blast door, partly
open, and viewed looking up the
side of the triangular entry to
which the door was hinged.

Figure 11.7 shows the covering of the shelter frame, except for the
mounding of the shielding earth. Due to a construction error, the earth
was mounded 4 ft deep above the tops of the wall poles, rather than the
approximate 3 ft shown by the Chinese drawing.

The outer (north) entry was ruggedly constructed of 6-in.-diam
vertical poles, with interior triangular braces. Its blast door was
practically identical to the door on the ORNL-designed "Chinese" entry
to the south end of the shelter. A rectangular expedient shelter ven-
tilating pump (a 20 x 24 in. KAP) was installed in a makeshift frame

placed in the horizontal crawlway leading to the north entry.

11.3 Test Results

Contrary to our predictions, this lightly constructed shelter,
tested closed, was undamaged by blast effects. The undamaged interior
is pictured in Figs. 11.3, 11.8, and 11.9.

The triangular blast-protector logs around the doors, each 8 ft

long and 7 to 8 in. in diameter, were moved away from ground zero, so
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Fig. 11.8. Posttest view of opening at bottom of triangular
vertical entry, undamaged by Z20-psi blast effects.

Fig. 11.9. Postshot condition of the lightly constructed tri-
angular vertical entry, The hammer rests on a step pole. Earth
arching prevented the yielding bed sheet outside from being torn.

that a log pressed against the blast-door hinges of each door (see Fig.
11.5). Both doors, however, could be opened. The blast winds scoured

away about 8 to 10 in. of dry earth from around the six logs.
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The blast valves on both doors obviously closed properly; a pres-
sure rise of only 1 psi was recorded in the center of the shelter. The
subsequently open valves permitted enough sand and dust to fall into
the entries to have constituted a health hazard if heavy fallout had been
on the ground outside. The ventilating pump and its flimsy frame were
damaged slightly, but required only about 10 min to repair before post-
shot testing.

The undamaged shelter frame was moved only slightly. The top of
the roof was permanently depressed 1-5/8 in. and pushed 3/4 in. away

from ground zero.

11.4 Conclusions and Recommendations

11.4.1. The Chinese "Man" Shelter, if built with the ORNL-designed
triangular vertical entry and expedient blast doors, is a good example
of the blast protection attainable by properly building a lightly con-
structed shelter that yields under blast loading so as to attain effec-
tive earth arching in an adequately thick earth covering.

11.4.2. We lack information concerning the magnitude and duration
of the earth pressures produced by the blast on the wall poles — pressures
that tend to collapse this A-frame structure. Therefore, we are unable
even to hazard a prediction as to whether or not this closed shelter
would survive the blast effects of a megaton weapon at the same 20-psi
gverpressure range, producing greater and much longer-lasting overpres-
sures at depth, and ground waves of much greater amplitude.

11.4.3. During a rapidly escalating crisis, in many wooded areas
the most difficult poles to supply in adequate numbers at shelter-
building sites would be the long, straight, stout poles required to
make rectangular entries to blast shelters. Therefore, triangular
blast entries made of short, light poles and triangular expedient blast

doors should be tested at higher overpressure and longer duration.

12, RUG~COVERED TRENCH SHELTERS AT 15 AND 5.8 psi

12.1 Purpose

Tarp-Covered Trench Shelters had been undamaged by heavy static

and moving loads, including a 6-ton backhoe driven over the earth
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1 Since a

covering a shelter of this type roofed by a cotton tarp.:
cotton tarp 1s not as strong as a piece of typical wall-to-wall car-
peting made largely of strong synthetic fibers, we anticipated this
shelter would withstand the blast at the 15-psi overpressure range,

by facilitating earth arching.

12.2 Construction

Figure 12.1 shows the principal design elements of a Rug-Covered

Trench Shelter. The two models tested at DICE THROW had main-room
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Fig. 12.1. Construction of Rug-Covered (or Tarp-Covered)
Trench Shelter.
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trenches 40 in. wide, 6 ft deep, and 11 ft leng. The roofing rugs were
each 12 ft wide by 11 ft long. These rugs had a douhle-laminated jute
backing over nylon — typical low-cost wall-tc-wall carpeting. No
difficulties were experienced in covering the rugs with earth to a depth
of 48 in. over the midline of the trench, nor in completing the 20-in.-

wide entrances at each end (see Figs. 12.2 and 12.3).

PHOTO 6491-76

T e —

Fig. 12.2. Tamping earth
over edge of a side trench of
Rug~Covered Trench Shelter at
15 psi.

Fig. 12.3. Dumping earth on
side of rug before mounding earth
4 ft deep along centerline. An
earth-filled bed-sheet "roll" and
a pillowcase "sandbag' retained
earth at each entry, pictured
prior to completion.

12.3 Test Results

12.3.1. At 15 psi, the rug was torn lengthwise on one side from
end to end, and the mass of overlyving earth fell into the trench. This
complete failure is shown clearly by Fig. 12.4.

12.3.2, At 5 psi, the rug was not torn, but the ground shock

loosened it from the earth holding one of its edges in a side trench.
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PHOTO 6492-76

Fig. 12.4. Demolished Rug-Covered Trench Shelter at 15 psi.
The edges of the rug were not pulled loose by blast effects; it was
torn lengthwise.

As a result, the whole untorn rug and the mass of earth above it fell
into the trench, to within about 18 in. of the trench floor. At this
point, earth arching and the strength of the rug stopped the downward

fall. Occupants sitting in the trench would have been crushed.

12.4 Conclusions and Recommendations

12.4.1. A Rug-Covered Trench Shelter definitely should not be
built in areas likely to be subjected to blast effects.

12.4.2., A Rug-Covered (or Tarp-Covered) Trench Shelter should only
be built for fallout protection, in an area where the earth is very
stable, by persons lacking other materials with which to roof an

expedient trench shelter.

13. SCALE MODELS OF SHELTERS

13.1 Purpose and Construction

In order to save money and to compare the resistance to blast
effects of full-scale shelters with that of reduced-scale shelters, the
scale models listed below were tested. All scale models were built of
materials as similar as practical to those of their full-scale counter-

parts, and linear scaling of all dimensions was used in all cases.
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13.2 Test Results

13.2.1 One-half-scale Rug-Covered Trench Shelters at 15 and 5 psi.

Both shelters were undamaged by the blast effects, whereas their full-
scale counterparts failed at the same overpressure ranges. The canvas
used to roof the one-half-scale models was approximately one-half as
strong as the wall-to-wall carpeting used to roof the full-scale shelters.
For the one-half-scale models, a fabric only one-fourth as strong should
have been used, since the weight of earth supported by a 1-ft-wide segment
of the roofing fabric (measured along the edge of the trench) of the
one-half-scale model is one-fourth as great as the weight of earth sup-
ported by a 1-ft-wide segment of the roofing fabric of the full-scale
shelter (1 x 1/2 x 1/2 vs 1 x 1 x 1), But even if we had selected
roofing fabric only one-fourth as strong for the one-half-scale model,
scaling would not have been satisfactory because the strength of the

earth of the unsupported walls would have remained the same in both
models, whereas the full-scale model to be equally strong would require
earth having twice the resistance to shearing and tensile stresses.

Due to an oversight, samples of the rugs and canvas used to roof
shelters were not preserved for materials laboratory testing. The
relative amounts of stretch or yield of a fabric before tearing is
probably more important than its ultimate tensile strength as a deter-

minent of its value for roofing a blast-shelter trench.

13.2.2 Unshored earth walls of trench shelters. In all cases, at

the same overpressure ranges the unsupported earth walls of small-scale
trench shelters and of small-scale open trenches were less damaged by
blast effects than were the corresponding walls of large-scale trench
shelters and of large-scale open trenches. This was due to the fact that
the volume of earth tending to be sheared off a trench wall by gravity
and ground-shock forces increases as the cube of the increase in scale,
whereas the area of the surface of the potential shearing-off of this
volume increases as the square of the increase in scale. As a result of
this difference, if we double all linear dimensions of a half-scale

trench, then in the case of the full-scale earth wall a unit area of the



surface of potential shearing is subjected to twice the unit stresses to
which a corresponding unit area of the half-scale earth wall is subjected.

Therefore, the full-scale trench wall fails first.

13.2.3 One-half-scale Chinese "Man" Shelter at 31 psi. This closed

shelter (Fig. 13.1) was a one-half-scale counterpart of the Chinese '"Man"

Shelter tested at 20 psi, except that it had only one entry and had only

one blast-protector log, which was 10 in. in diameter and secured by stakes.
The blast tore loose the blast-protector log. The blast winds,

theoretically peaking at about 670 mph, hurled this log 180 ft, where it

struck the side of the Ridge-Pole Shelter. About 10 in. of dry earth

was scoured from around its entry. The earth shelves on which the lower

ends of its side poles rested were cracked, but not broken off. About

2 in. of powdery caliche earth accumulated on the floor. The height of

the shelter roof was reduced only 7/8 in.

7¢y@r“ o A ~ PHOTO 647276
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Fig. 13.1. One-half-scale Chinese 'Man" Shelter tested at 31 psi
with its triangular blast door closed. Before being covered with earth
mounded as high as the blast door, the whole shelter was covered with
4-mil polyethylene.

13.2.4 One-tenth-scale Chinese "Man'' Shelter at 31 psi. This one-

tenth scale model consisted only of a main room, closed at both ends
with "poles,” with its top at ground level. The frame was undamaged,
but had been pushed into the sandy earth 2 in., reducing the ceiling
height of the room from 4-1/4 in. to 2-1/4 in. (see Fig. 13.2). 1If a

full-scale shelter built in soft earth had its poles proportionally
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PHOTO 6473-76

Fig. 13.2. One-tenth-scale room of Chinese "Man" Shelter at
31 psi, photographed posttest. The frame had remained adequately
covered, was undamaged, but had been pushed about halfway into the
ground.

pushed down into the earth by the 31-psi blast overpressure from a
l1-megaton explosion, with its duration of overpressure ten times as long
zs from a 1-kiloton explosion, the intact survival of the shelter frame

would be unimportant to occupants of this shelter.

13.2.5 One-half-scale Log~Covered Trench Shelter at 53 psi. This

closed shelter consisted solely of a two-level room and a horizontal
entry trench, counterparts of the aujacent full-scale Log-Covered

Trench Shelter. Both of these shelters were buill to compare the effec-
tiveness of roofing a trench with poles laid on the surface of the ground
as illustrated in Russian civil defense handbooks, as compared with the
recommended Chinese procedure of placing the roofing poles on shelves
well below ground level (see Fig. 13.3).

The blast damage suffered by both parts of this closed shelter
indicated that occupants probably would have been injured, but was less
serious than the damage suffered by its full-scale counterparts tested
at 53 and 31 psi. In the Russian half, the upper parts of the earth

walls were broken off, and the unbroken roof poles came to rest sloping,
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Fig. 13.3. Construction of one-half-scale Log-Covered Trench
Shelter at 53 psi. The Chinese way of placing roofing poles below
ground level is shown in front; the Russian way, to the rear.

with a reduction of 3-3/4 in. in midceiling height. In the Chinese
half, the roof poles remained horizontal, although they were lowered

2-1/4 in. in the center.

13.2.6 One-tenth-scale Ridge-Pole Shelter at 15 psi. Unlike its

adjacent full-scale counterpart, the entryways to this shelter were
undamaged. However, as shown by Fig. 9.5, the earth covering the side of
its frame facing ground zero and the tops of its entryways was completely

removed.

13.2.7 One-tenth-scale Small-Pole Shelters at 53, 106, and

approximately 180 psi. The shelter at 53 psi was undamaged, as was its

full-scale counterpart at 53 psi. The shelter at 106 psi failed; one
of its two vertical entries was wrecked, and lethal overpressures

apparently entered through its smashed entry (see Figs. 13.4 and 13.5).
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Fig. 13.4. One-tenth-scale Fig. 13.5. One-tenth-scale
Small-Pole Shelter, pretest at Small-Pole Shelter, posttest at
106 psi. Earth was mounded over 106 psi, shown after being care-
this shelter at slopes of about fully uncovered.

10° to minimize blast—wind
scouring. Only the plywood
blast doors are visible.

Neither of the 6-in.-deep earth covers of these one-tenth-scale shelters
was seriously wind scoured. By contrast, their full-scale counterpart

at 53 psi, shielded by an earth mound with slopes of 36°, lost over 8 to
12 in. of cover due to blast-wind scouring. However, the shielding earth
ocver the one-tenth-scale models was mounded with slopes of only about 10°,
and the wind velocities a few inches above the quite rough ground were
net as high as those striking the 5-ft~-high mound over the full-scale
shelter.

At the approximately 180-psi overpressure range, a one-tenth-scale
model of only the main room of a Small-Pole Shelter, tested closed and
covered with 6 in. of unmounded sandy soil, survived. However, the wall
poles were pushed down about one-third their heights, and the lower
crogs-bracing "ladder'" broke, with poles left sticking upward into the
living space, which would have injured or killed most occupants. At
these overpressures it will be necessary to underlie the shelter with a
floor identical to the roof, and probably to provide a crushable mate-

rial, such as branches, under and around a full-scale shelter.
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13.3 Conclusions

13.3.1. The successful testing of a reduced-scale shelter does not
justify an assumption that its full-scale counterpart will survive as
well in the same hlast environment, especially under the dynamic loadings
produced by large explosions.

13.3.2. When the critical stresses in full- and reduced-scale test
structures (including stresses in earth banks subject to failure by
shear) are induced by gravity and/or the acceleration or deceleration
of masses, these stresses in the model are reduced by the scale factor.

13.3.3. Tests of small-scale shelters may be helpful in selecting

the most promising of several designs for expensive full-scale testing.

14. BLAST-HURLED DEBRIS

14.1 Purpose

Blast tests have very rarely involved simulating the conditions of
urban, suburban, or wooded areas as regards the damage likely to be
caused by blast-hurled debris. Structures that could easily be damaged
by heavy projectiles have frequently survived shock waves and blast
winds because no materials to simulate houses and trees were placed
between tham and ground zero {see ref. 3 for examples}. Small expedient
shelters, especially aboveground types and shelters with small, steeply
sloped earth coverings, could be damaged or destroyed by blast-hurled
heavy projectiles such as tree trunks or the parts of houses.

Therefore, to get at least a feeling for the magnitude of this
neglected problem, we secured permission to expose to the blast some
fireplace-sized logs, leftover lumber, a li4-ft-high complete tree
"planted" securely in the hard caliche, and three 16-ft 2 x 4's also
"planted"” securely. Most of the logs were stacked in a woodpile at the
approximately 70-psi range, with the logs pointing toward ground zero.
Six logs averaging 8 in. in diameter were placed on top of the 5-ft-high
mound of earth over shelters at 53 psi. The logs and boards were marked

with paint of different colors, for posttest identification.
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14.2 Test Results

The shock wave and blast winds hurled this debris farther than the
standard blast wind velocities and theoretical calculations would lead
one to believe. Most of the fireplace-sized logs came tc rest 240 to
360 ft from their starting positions, and seven were airborne between 360
and 640 ft. The farthest airborne, a 5-in.-diam, 18-in.-long stick,
came to rest 640 ft from the woodpile. Fourteen logs struck the 5-ft-
high mound over the Log-Covered Trench Shelter at 53 psi and were
embedded in the soft earth, as pictured in Fig. 14.1. Of the 73 pieces
of blast-hurled debris that were found, 33 pieces were hurled between
240 and 360 ft and came to rest between approximately the 19- and 13-psi
overpressure ranges.

The l4~ft-high tamarisk (salt cedar) tree, cut and '"planted" two
dayvs before and still in full leaf, was broken off at the ground.
Apparently, it was broken into very small pieces, and the pieces carried
far away, since we were unable to find any part of this tree. The three
vertical 2 x 4's were each broken into two or more pieces, some as short
as 2 ft long.

Two of the small logs were hurled end-on into the earth bank over
the shelters at 53 psi and punched into the bank about 15 in. deep,

measured from the preblast surface of the mound (see Fig. 14.2), Most

PHOTO 2653-77

Fig. 14.1. Some of the fireplace-size logs hurled from a wood-
pile and embedded in the 5-ft-high mound at 53 psi. Apparently, the
blast winds of the negative phase had uncovered the two small logs in
the foreground and moved them toward ground zero.
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PHOTO 6262-76

R

Fig. 14.2. Posttest condition of the side facing ground zero of
the 5-ft-high mound of earth over Log-Covered Trench Shelter at 53 psi.
The log sticking out of the mound had been hurled by the blast winds.
The canvas had been covered with about 4 in. of earth, in & marginally
successful attempt to reduce blast-wind scouring.

of the logs apparently bounced upward on hitting this bank (that sloped

at about 36° toward ground zero) and were swept higher upward by the
turbulent blast winds. DNone hit a blast-protector log around a blast door.
Some came to rest when they struck shelter mounds farther from ground zero,

as shown in Fig. 9.7.

14,3 Conclusions and Recommendations

14.3.1. Blast-hurled debris would constitute a serious hazard to
most expedient shelters built in aresas of the types where most Americans
live or would evacuate into during a nuclear crisis, if these areas were
subjected to severe blast effects.

14.3.2. PFor reasons explained in Sect. 18, it is extremely difficult
to estimate from this evidence (based on a l-kiloton air blast) the much
greater hazards from blast-hurled debris likely to result at the same

overpressure ranges from strategic nuclear weapons.
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15. BLAST-WIND SCOURING

15.1 Purpose and Method of Measurements

Blast-wind scouring of dry earth mounded over expedient shelters at
the usual slopes results in serious degradation of the fallout protection
afforded.?>1% 1In order to obtain data indicative of the depth of
blast-wind scouring from variocus slopes of mounded earth, at DICE THROW
we measured the depths of dry, sandy earth scoured from around fixed
shelter entries and blast-protector logs, and also from around lines of
12-in. steel spikes driven into mounds at the 53-, 31-, 20-, and 15-psi
overpressure ranges. Each line of four to seven spikes was on a radius
from ground zero and extended from near the base of a mound to its top.
The painted heads of these spikes were at the surface before the blast.

Slope angles were measured with a Brunton pocket transit.

15.2 Test Results

The blast-wind scouring was more severe than anticipated. Most of
the 12-in. spikes were blown away and lost, in spite of a search that
involved raking. All spikes were lost from the 5-ft-high mound at
53 psi. (We should have used steel rods driven several feet into the
ground.) Table 15,1 summarizes the measured and estimated depths of

blast-wind scouring.

Table 15.1. One-kiloton blast-wind sceouring [rowm mounds of
dry, sandy earth at different overpressure ranges
and with different slopes

Depth of earth removed
(in., measured perpendlicular to the slope)

Overpressure Slope

(ps1) {deg) Arcund spike Around spike From around entry or other

on center on top of rigid obstruction on
of slope mound top of mound
106 %10 Negligible” Negligible® Negligible
53 36 Spikes lost, 3Spikes losr,
ul2 ~12 ~12
22 5 9 -—- b

w20  Spike lost b -
31 32 w12 212 17?

17 2-1/2 Shelter —_—
rollapsed

20 25 a8 Shelter —_
collapsed

37 Spikes lost, Spikes lost,
w10 ~10 w10

15 27 0 1-1/4 e
35 2-1/% 6=-3/4 ——

o . . ;

No spikes were driven into mound over the one-tenth-scale Small-Fole
Shelter ar 106 psi.

b L

— — indicates that no rigid obstructivn was un wop of a mound.

c . .-

Scouring was greater than at 53 psi because the mound was narrower

and the one blast-protector log was blown away.
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15.3 Conclusions and Recommendations

15.3.1. 1In order to prevent serious degradation of the fallout
protection afforded by a shelfer covered with dry, sandy earth if sub-
jected to blast-wind scouring from a large nuclear explosion at over-
pressure ranges greater than about 30 psi, it appears prudent to mound
earth over the shelter with slopes no greater than about 10°.

15.3.2. The effects of blast-wind scouring on different soils,
mounded at different overpressure ranges and with different slopes and

tested while wet, damp, and dry, should be determined by blast tests.

16. EXPEDIENT WATER STORAGE

16.1 Purpose

For a shelter to be occupied fcr weeks in an area of severe fallout
hazards, adequate drinking water must be available close at hand. The
survivors in areas likely to be subjected to both blast effects and
heavy fallout should not depend on normal sources of drinking water or
on water stored in containers likely to leak as a result of blast
effects. Therefore, we conducted the first blast tests of simple,
inexpensive expedient means for storing many gallons of water per shelter

occupant.

16.2 Construction and Test Results

16.2.1 Water stored in plastic bags lining cylindrical pits in the

gé;EE,lz As anticipated, lined cylindrical pits proved to be the most
blast-resistant way to store water outside of blast shelters (see Fig.
16.1). Ordinary 30-gal polyethylene trash bags were used for water-
proof liners. One bag was placed inside another, since a very small
fraction of polyethylene bags not made for water storage have pinhole
leaks. Each cylindrical pit was dug so as to have a diameter about
2 in. smaller than the diameter of its waterproof liner bag, when its
liner bag was inflated.

The best way to keep the upper edges of the pit-lining bag from
slipping into a pit is illustrated by Fig. 16.2: make a circular wire

hoop the size of the mouth of the bag, and tape it into the mouth.
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ORNL DWG 77-10423

WIRE HOOP TAPED
INTO FOLDED-OVER
EDGE OF 30-qal

berr ROGFED
WITH Yg-in'2

PLYWDO0D < POLYETHYLENE
(OR STICKS TRASH BAG
COVERED (16 in. DIAM IF
WITH CLOTH FULLY EXPANDED)

" DOUBLED BAGS
ARE BETTER

R
OR PLASTIC) Y

Fig., 16.1. Vertical section of cylindrical water storage pit
lined with waterproof plastic bag, or two bags.

f PHOTO 647478

Fig. 16.2. Cylindrical water storage pilt lined with two polyethylene
trash bags. After exposure to blast effects at 20 psi, this pit was
undamaged and still full of water.

This method was used in the water storage pits at the 20- and 6.7-psi
overpressure ranges. At the 53-psi range, the upper edges of doubled
bags were satisfactorily held in place merely by sticking six 4-in.
nails through the turned-under edges of the bags and into the very firm
earth,

Before the test, the lined pits, each approximately 2 ft deep, were
filled almost full and then roofed and covered as illustrated by Fig,

16.1. Each lined pit contained about 20 gal of water. The earth cover
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was sufficiently thick to result in very effective earth arching under
the blast loadings; both plywood pit roofs were cracked but not broken.
None of the three storage pits developed leaks. Even at the 53-psi
range, the blast effects resulted in no caving of the pit wall.

The storage pit at 53 psi, which after the blast was left partly
open to the dry desert winds, showed only 47 loss of water after eight
days. At the 20-psi range, after 24 days during which the pit was left
completely open to the dry desert winds, it was about 70% full; and at
6.7 psi, the covered pit had lost only about 4% of its water after
24 davs.

16.2.2 Water stored in one or two plastic bags used to line a

smaller fabric bag or an ordinary pillowcase. This method can be used

to transport and store quite large volumes of water.'? Two burlap
potato bags, each lined with two 20-gal polyethylene trash bags, were
each filled with about 10 gal of water.

One of these expedient containers was tested inside the Small-Pole
Shelter at the 53-psi overpressure range. Its mouth was tied shut with
a 1/4-in. cord, one end of which was then tied to a nail driven into a
wall pole of the shelter, about a foot above the top of the water bag.
This cord kept the mouths of the burlap bag and its double lining bags
above the level of the water inside. This water storage was unaffected
by the quite severe ground shock inside the closed shelter.

Inside the open Russian Pole-Covered Trench Shelter at 6.7 psi, an
identical water storage container was undamaged by the shock wave and

blast winds that entered through the open stairway.

16.2.3 Water stored in plastic-lined trenches. Figure 16.3 is a

postshot photo showing a lined water storage trench at 6.7 psi. This
trench was dug 8 ft long, 27 in, wide, and 30 in. deep, and had been
lined with a 10-ft-wide sheet of 4-mil polyethylene, with its edges
secured in small, earth-filled ditches. About 200 gal had filled it to
within about 6 in. of the top. The pit had then been covered with the
pictured 3/4-in. plywood sheets. Farth had next been mounded about 30 in.

deep over the plywood, incorporating a waterproof '"buried roof" to keep
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Fig. 16.3. Postshot view of plastic-lined water storage pit at
the 6.7-psi overpressure range,

out fallout-contaminated rainwater. The resulting cross-sectional profile
was similar to that shown in Fig. 16.1.

Ground shock resulted in some earth caving off the edges of the
long sides of the trench, but no puncturing of the plastic lining
resulted. Eight days after the blast, this sidewall caving had increased,
but the trough still held a calculated 190 gal of water.

At the 20-psi range, a similar lined water storage pit was badly
damaged by sidewall caving, although earth arching saved its roof. Before
it could be examined after the blast, almost all of its approximately

200 gal of water had leaked out.

16.3 Conclusions

16.3.1. 1If blast is expected in a shelter area, plastic-lined
cylindrical pits, filled almost full and protected from blast and con-
tamination as illustrated in Fig. 16.1, would usually be the most
practical method of expedient water storage.

16.3.2. 1Inside blast shelters, sufficient water for several days

should be stored in fabric bags lined with larger plastic bags.
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17. EXPEDIENT VENTILATION OF BLAST SHELTERS

17.1 Purpose

Expedient shelters that afford good protection against both blast
and fallout have small entries, usually vertical. Such entries result
in inadequate natural ventilation when a wind is not blowing. In hot
weather, especially if it is humid, even with a breeze outside, a fully
occupied shelter can become dangerously or lethally hot and humid.
Furthermore, we reccgnized that air intake and air exhaust openings at
ground level, if used for air supply in a blast-devastated area con-
taminated with heavy fallout, might have dangerous amounts of fallout
blown into them (see Fig. 10.1).

The problem of pumping sufficient air through expedient blast valves

of the types described earlier in this report needed investigation.

17.2 Observations, Construction, and Test Results

Intermittently during the three weeks following the main event,
we cbserved the amount of sand and dust that was added to the amount
that came through the poorly positioned blast valves in blast doors.
Althecugh in an area of very heavy fallout the amount that entered through
these valves could prove serious, much more fell into the open entries of
the shelters not partially protected by blast doors and the blast-
protector logs around them.

The Small-Pole Shelter at 53 psi, which had solid plywood doors
that had to be left partly open to secure adequate ventilation, pre-
sented a special problem. In an attempt to keep sand particles out,
we built an improvised 1-ft-high "wall" of sticks covered with polyeth-
ylene around the vertical entry, inside the blast-protector logs, and
over the whole entry we erected an expedient tent. These measures
reduced by about 60% the amount of sand subsequently blown into the
shelter. However, if the area had been covered with heavy fallout, it
would have been impractical to work nutside the estimated 20 or 30 min
required to install two "walls' and two tents, even if all parts of the
"walls" and tents had been carefully made to fit around and over the
two shelter doors before the blast, and were stored inside the shelter

for postattack use.
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Ventilation tests, using expedient KAPs and making air velocity
measurements with a Hastings anemometer, yielded the following results:

17.2.1. 1In the Log-Covered Trench Shelter at 53 psi, using a 20-in.-
wide x 36-in.-high KAP (see Fig. 17.1), 412 cfm was pumped through the
shelter when its hlast doors were open; 177 cfm was pumped through the
shelter with its two blast doors c¢losed, with the air flowing through
the blast valves. In each case a deduction was made for the small
measured volume of air that moved through the shelter during times when
the wind was blowing outside. Each door had blast valves with openings

2

toraling about 80 in.“ in cross-sectional area,.

17.2.2., In the Chinese "Man' Shelter at 20 psi, using a 20-in.-
wide x 24-in.-high KAP (see Fig. 17.2), with the two triangular blast
doors open, 330 cfm was pumped through the shelter with the blast doors
open; 240 cfm was pumped through the blast wvalves with the blast doors
closed. Each door had valves with openings totaling about 115 in.? A
gusty wind outside made these post test measurements less reliable,

probably on the high side.

PHOTO 6182-76

Fig. 17.1. Expedient shelter ventilating pump (a 20 x 36 in. KAP)
in an entry of the Log-Covered Trench Shelter at 53 psi. Tested pre-
blast, it pumped 177 cfm through the valves of the two closed blast
doors and 412 cfm with the doors open. This entry was demolished by
blast effects.
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Fig. 17.2. Expedient KAP (20 x 24 in.) tested in the Chinese "Man"
Shelter at 20 psi, after the blast.

17.2.3. In the Small-Pole Shelter at 53 psi, using a 29-in.-wide
X 36-in.-high KAP when there was no wind outside, 861 cfm was pumped
through the shelter while the two solid blast decors were each open about
1 ft, providing two openings each about 5 ft? in cross-sectional area.
The fallout-protective "walls" and expedient tent were around and over
the air intake entry during Lhis test. (A similar test conducted before
the blast, but with the doors completely open, resulted in a measured

airflow of 876 cfm, see Fig. 4.6.)

17.3 Conclusions and Recommendations

17.3.1. Blast wvalves in blast doors are impractical. TIf valves of
the type tested are mounted in separate vertical ventilation shafts, as
was done in the ORNL tests in DNA's MIXED COMPANY main event,1 the
entry of fallout particles appears likely to be reduced below dangerous
levels. Ways to bulld expedient ventilation shafts that do not require
heavy lumber should be developed and tested.

17.3.2. Except in extremely hot and humid weather, an air supply

of about 10 cfm per shelter occupant is enough to maintain tolerable



71

conditions during continuous occupancy for several days. Therefore,
even a KAP as small as 20 x 24 in. would usually prove adequate for a
15~man shelter protected by blast valves having total openings as large
as those of the blast valves tested in DICE THROW (around 100 in.z) but
installed in separate air intake and air exhaust ventilation shafts.

17.3.3. Simple, expedient equipment to enable shelter occupants
to raise ventilation air intake and air exhaust openings above ground
level after the blast, and at the same time to quickly seal off the
rest of the entries, should be developed and tested.

17.3.4. For use in prefabricated blast shelters or in blast shelters
that may be built in normal times or during slowly worsening crises,
ventilation pipes that are installed with their upper ends safely below
the earth until after the blast, and that can be raised by a jack above
ground level after the blast, should be developed and blast tested.
(Since DICE THROW, we have designed and built a prototype of such an
extendable ventilation pipe, and alsc a manually operated, homemade
suction pump capable of pumping around 60 cfm through a 3- or 4-in.

pipe.)

18. LIMITATIONS OF THESE DICE THROW TESTS

Caution should be used in extrapolating from the results of these
DICE THROW tests to estimate the survivability of expedient shelters —
especially those built in typical urban, suburban, or wooded areas — if
subjected to the blast effects of a large nuclear weapon, for the

following reasons:

18.1 Limitations Due to Size

This blast was small, with air-blast effects roughly equivalent to
a l-kiloton nuclear explosion. At locations receiving the same peak
overpressures from a multimegaton surface burst, much mecre severe blast

effects would result:

18.1.1. The duration of the overpressures and the dynamic overpres-
sures would be much longer (20 times as long from an 8-megaton explosion),>
and the energy transmitted to structures on and below the surface could

be many times greater. At the same maximum overpressure ranges, the
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resulting destructive effects from an 8-megaton explosion on deeply
buried parts of shelters and the unshored earth walls of shelters would
be greater. Also the earth-flow phenomena observed (to a relatively
minor extent in some of these DICE THROW tests) would certainly increase
in some areas.

18.1.2, The damages due to ground shock would be more extensive
due to the greater amplitude of the ground wave and (in the case of an
8-megaton burst) to the twenty-fold greater distances from ground zero
to a given overpressure range. These greater distances usually would
permit the ground shock to arrive at the ranges of interest up to hundreds
of milliseconds in advance ¢of the air shock wave; this difference between
arrival times would cause the shelter roof supports to be accelerated
upward before any downward forces from the airborne shock wave could
cause downward movement of the earth covering a shelter. The vertical
amplitude of such initial ground-shock (ground=-wave) effects can be
several inches, and the inertial mass respense of the earth covering a
shelter roof would thus cause the roof members to be bowed downward, to
an extent not observable in high-explosive tests of similar sheliers at
similar overpressure ranges.

18.1.3. Earth scouring of aboveground mounds by the blast winds
{(that from an 8-megaton explosion would blow for about 20 times as long
as from this "l-kiloton' DICE THROW shot) could be much greater, depending
on the contour of the mound. Especially if the shielding earth were
dry, such long-duration blast winds could blow away much of the shielding
earth mounded above ground level over a shelter, possibly reducing its
usefulness as a fallout shelter.

18.1.4, Blast-hurled heavy projectiles — including the trunks of
large trees and parts of houses and other structures — can be accelerated
by a l-kiloton explosion to velocities only a small fraction of those to
which the same objects, if at the same overpressure range, would be
propelled by a multimegaton explosion. Persons estimating blast damage
should remember that an object's kinetic energy varies as the square of
its velocity. Furthermere, a hurled object having linear dimensions ten

times as large as those of a small object having the same velocity,
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density, and relative proportions, and impacting in the same relative

position on a fixed object, delivers ten times the amount of energy per

square inch of impact area. Therefore, the impact damage to be expected

from large objects accelerated by a multimegaton blast cannot be accurately
estimated from the results of experiments like those at DICE THROW nor
from the damage caused by blast-displaced heavy objects at Hiroshima and

Nagasaki.

18.2 Blast Tests of Scale Models

Blast tests of scale models of shelters can give misleading results
regarding the survivability of full-scale shelters subjected to the same
blast effects. In the DICE THROW tests, all of the reduced-scale models
cf shelters withstood blast effects better than the corresponding full-
ccale shelters., TFor example, both of the half-scale Rug—-Covered Trench
Shelters tested at the 15- and 5.8-psi range were undamaged, whereas

both full-scale models failed at the same overpressure ranges.

18.3 Earth Stability

The earth was extremely stable in the DICE THROW test area. At
elmost all of the ORNL DICE THROW shelter sites, at depths of only a few
inches the sandy desert soil changes to very stable caliche. At the 53-
end 31-psi ranges, the hardness of this soil, largely composed of sand
grains cemented together with gypsum, approached Lhat of a very soit
limestone rock. Thus i1f shelters were built in typical inhabited arcas —
that have much less stable scoils — and were subjected to blast effects
gimilar in magnitude to those at DICE THROW, the collapse of the unshored
walls of trench shelters, the pressures exerted on deeply buried parts
of shelters, and the earth flow effects would all have been more proncunced

end damaging.

18.4 Tire Dangers

18.4.1. The dangers from fires, carbon monoxide, and toxic smokes

that would result from the thermal pulse and secondary blast effects of
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a nuclear explosion were not simulated at DICE THROW. Designers, advo-
cates, and builders of shelters should become more aware especially of
the dangers from carbon monoxide in blast-devasted areas., Soviet civil
defense handbooks prudently state that in the ''zone of total destruction'
(the zone within the 7-psi contour) 'the rubble only smolders.”®

Persons concerned with blast shelters should also be informed that even
in areas of World War II mass fires, where less carbon monoxide was
produced than if these same urban areas had been subjected to nuclear
blast effects, often the majority of fatalities suffered by the occupants
of shelters were caused by carbon monoxide. Thus some 70%Z of the 5000
persons who lost their lives in the well-prepared German city of Kassel
were "asphyxiated, the greater part of them by poisconous carbon monoxide

fumes.'18

18.4.2. Whenever practical, shelters should be built well removed
from buildings, flammable wocds, and other readily ignitable materials,
and the parts of shelters that are flammable and may be exposed to
thermal pulse should be covered with a heat-reflective and/or fire-
retardant coating. One of the means advocated in both €hinese and
Russian civil defense handbooks fcr preventing thermal pulse or a nearby
fire from igniting exposed flammable parts of expedient shelters is to
paint these parts with a thick coating of slaked lime.®*!7 The World
War II fire bembing of Kassel was less effective than in other German
cities in producing fire storms because the roof timbers had been so
treated, 18

18.4.3. ORNL tests of this method included painting half of a dry,
debarked log with a paste of slaked lime and then exposing the whole log
to intense radiant heat from a very hot fire. The unpainted half burst
into flames before the painted white part began to smoke much. If lime
or white cement is not available, coating exposed wood, sandbags, etc.,
with ordinary neat cement, plaster, or even clayey mud should prove
useful. Figure 18.1 illustrates blast-protector logs being quickly
whitewashed, 1If water is available, keeping the exposed flammable parts
of an earth-covered shelter wet, or even damp, will prevent their ignition

by thermal pulse,
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PHOTO 6495-76

Fig., 18.1. Parts of a blast door and its blast-protecter logs
whitewashed with a thick slaked-lime paste. This is a proven effective
means for making wood much more difficult to ignite.

19. PRINCIPAL CONCLUSIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS

19.1.3}Expedient shelters of the types tested — especially if the
ones with shored walls are equipped with blast doors — would afford better
protection against the blast and fire effects of nuclear weapons and
much better fallout protection than do all but a small fraction of
existing buildings.~'~““;:3 30 (ﬁ‘ P ;1_

19.2. Ground-shock e?fects — not overpressure effects — would cause
the failure of most expedient shelters with sufficient earth covering to
assure effective earth arching. (In order to assure effective earth
arching, the earth covering should be at least one-half as thick as the
free span of the shelter roof. Also the roof and/or the whole struc-
ture must yvield when loaded — thus causing the resultant earth arching
around the structure to bear most of the load.)

19.3. Even in very stable ground, unshored trench shelters with
ceilings about 6 ft high would be unsafe if subjected to the blast effects
of large nuclear explosions at overpressure ranges of more than about
7 psi. Shelters of this same type with ceilings about 4-1/2 ft high would
hecome unsafe at overpressures above 10 or 12 psi.

19.4. When roof cover is adequate to assure earth arching, flexible
poles considerably smaller in diameter than those used to roof the ORNL

shelters tested at DICE THROW should prove adequately strong.
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19,5, Shelters likely to be subjected to blast effects should be
built, whenever practical, with their roofs far enough below ground so
that the tops of their entrances are no more than a foot above ground
level. This positioning would greatly reduce blast damage and the
removal of shielding earth by blast winds.

19.6. Expedient blast doors — especially doors made of poles and
of triangular design — can be readily built strong enough to withstand
as severe blast effects as the strongest expedient shelters tested to
date. These doors should be blast tested while not protected by blast-
protector logs, to determine whether such protection is essential.

19.7. Since the ground shock and earth flow effects from large
nuclear weapons were not well simulated by the DICE THROW blast,
expedient shelters and their life-support equipment should be tested
under conditions more representative of large yields. The Air Force
Weapons Laboratery's 125-kiloton dynamic air-blast simulation (DABS)
test planned for March 1978 should provide a longer-duration blast
environment more closely approaching that of the larger yields of interest.

19.8. Means for assuring adequate and safe ventilation-cooling of
shelters after they have been subjected to severe blast effects is the
most neglected essential component of shelter design. Future design
and blast testing should include simple air intake and air exhaust
openings of types shelter occupants could raise above ground level
after the blast and that would enable them to pump sufficient air through

their shelter while excluding dangerous amounts of fallout,



10.

11.

12.

77

REFERENCES

Cresson H. Kearny and Conrad V. Chester, Blact Tegts of Expedient
Sheltera, ORNL-4905 (January 1974).

R. W. Manweiler, C. V. Chester, and C. H. Kearny, Measurement of
Shoek Overpressure in Air by a Yielding Foil Membrane Blast Gauge,
ORNL-4868 (September 1973).

Samuel Glasstone, ed., The Effects of Nuclear Weapons, U.S. Atomic
Energy Commission, U.S. Government Printing Office, Washington,
D.C. (April 1962).

C. H. Kearny, "Hasty Shelter Construction Studies," Annual Progress
Report, (Civii Defense Research Project, March 1970-March 1971,
ORNL-4679 (March 1972).

Exercise Laboratory Shelter: After Action Report, Headquarters
XVIII Airborne Corps and Ft. Bragg, Ft. Bragg, N.C. (December 1972).
P. T. Egorov, I. A. Shyakhov, and N. I. Alabin, Civil Defense,
Moscow, 1970, ORNL/TR-2793 (December 1973).

G. A. Cristy and C. H. Kearny, Hxpedient Shelter Handbook, ORNL-4941
(August 1974).

C. V. Chester and R. 0. Chester, "Analysis of Effects of Nuclear
Weapons Overpressures on Hasty Pole Shelters," Annual Progress
Report, Civil Defense Research Project, Maveh 1971-Mavch 1972,
ORNL-4784 (December 1972).

Archie P. Flynn, Operation Buster, WI-359, Federal Civil Defense
Administration, Washington, D.C. (March 1952).

Joseph B. Byrnes, Effects of an Atomic Explosion on Underground
and Basement Types of Home Shelters, WT-801, Federal Civil Defense
Administration, Washington, D.C. (October 1953).

Lawrence Dresner, "Peak Overpressure at the Foot of a Vertical
Wall Facing an Air Blast," J. Appl. Phys. 40(4): 1945-49 (Mar. 15,
1969).

Cresson H. Kearny, Expedient Shelter Construction and Occupancy

Eaxperimentes, ORNL-5039 (March 1976).



13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

78

Cresson H. Kearny, How to Make and Use a Homemade, Large-Volume
Efficient Shelter-Ventiloting Fump, the Kearwny Alr Pump, ORNL/TM-3916
(August 1972).

N. I. Akimov et al., Civil Defense, Moscow 1969, ORNL/TR-2306,

ed. J. S. Gailar and C. H. Kearny (April 1971).

V. I. Molodykh et al., Antiradiation Shelters in Rural Areas,

Moscow 1972, ORNL/TR-2745, ed. Cresson H. Kearny and Joanne S. Gailar
(October 1973).

G. K. Kotlukov et al., (Zvil Defense, Moscow 1876, translated by
Defense Civil Preparedness Agency, Washington, D.C. (1977).

Chinese (ivil Defense, ORNL/TR-4171, ed. C. V. Chester and C. H.
Kearny (August 1977).

David Irving, The Destruction of Dresden, William Kimber, Londen,
1963,



123,
124,
125,
126,
127.
128,
129,

130,
131.

132,
133.
134,

135.

i3s6.

137.

79

ORNL-5347
Dist. Category UC-41

INTERNAL DISTRIBUTION

Central Research Library 112. L. Dresner
ORNL-Y-12 Technical Library 113, W. Fulkerson
Document Reference Section 114. J. S. Gailar
Laboratory Records Department 115. K, S. Gant
Laboratory Records, ORNL R.C. 116, €. M. Haaland
Emergency Technology Library 117. R. F. Hibbs
J. A. Auxier 118. C. H. Kearny
P. R. Barnes 119. J. Lewin

C. V. Chester 120. D. B. Nelson
G. A, Cristy 121. H, Postma

F., L. Culler 122, M., W. Rosenthal

EXTERNAL DISTRIBUTION

Aberdeen Proving CGround, Technical Library, Aberdeen Proving
Ground, MD 21021

Ronald D. Affeldt, State Director, North Dakota Disaster
Emergency Services, P.0. Box 1817, Bismarck, ND 58501

Harold M. Agnew, Director Los Alamos Scientific Laboratory,
Los Alamos, NM 87344

Assistant Secretary of the Air Force (R&D), Room 4E968, The
Pentagon, Washiagton, DC 20330

ATFWL/Civil Engineering Division, Attn.: Technical Library,
Kirtland Air Force Base, Albuquerque, NM 87117

Director, Army Materials and Mechanics Research Center,
Attn.: Technical Library, Watertown, MA 02172

Assistant Secretary of the Army (R&D), Attn.: Assistant for
Research, Washington, DC 20310

Army War College, Library, Ft. McNair, Washington, DC 20315
Marion Arnold, Editor, INFO-RAY Radiological Defense Officers
Association, 7510 East Fourth Place, Downey, CA 90241
Professor Robert Bailey, Nuclear Engineering Department,
Duncan Annex, Purdue University, Lafayette, IN 47907

The Honorable Howard H. Baker, United States Senate, 4123 New
Senate Office Building, Washington, DC 20510

Director, Ballistic Research Laboratory, Attn.: Document
Library, Aberdeen Proving Ground, MD 21005

Raymond J. Barbuti, Deputy Director, Office of Natural Disaster
and Civil Defense, N.Y. State Department of Transportation,
Building 22, State Office Building Campus, Albany, TN 12226
Richard L. Barth, Welfare Services, 50 East North Temple St.,
Salt Lake City, UT 84150

Commissioner William Baumann, Director, Department of Public
Safety, Civil Defense Division, Redsteone, Montpelier, VT 05602



138,

139.
140,
141.
142.
143,

144,

145,
146.
147.
148.

149,

150.
151.

152,

153.
154,
155,
156.

157.

158,
159.

160.

80

Col. William R. Beaty, Ccordinator, Disaster Planning and
Operations Office, Civil Defense, 1717 Industrial Drive, P.C.
Box 116, Jefferson City, MO 65101

M. C. Bell, Animal Husbandry and Veterinary Science, University
of Tennessee, Knoxville, TN 37916

David W, Bensen, RE(HV), Defense Civil Preparedness Agency,
Washington, DC 20301

Ezra Taft Benson, 47 East South Temple, Salt Lake City, UT
84111

Donald A. Bettge, Research Directorate, Defense Civil
Preparedness Agency, Washington, DC 20301

John E. Bex, DCPA Regional Director, Region 2, Federal

Regional Center, Olney, MD 20832

Maj. Gen., Edward Binder, Adjutant General and Director, Nebraska
Civil Defense Agency, National Guard Center, Bldg. 1600,

1300 Military Reoad, Lincoln, NE 68508

George F. Bing, Lawrence Livermore Laboratory, P.0. Box 808,
Livermore, CA 94550

Bruce Bishop, DCPA Regional Director, Region 4, Federal Center,
Battle Creek, MI 49016

Robert J. Bosler, Deputy Director and Program Administrator,
Basement, State Office Building, Rm. B-40, Topeka, KS 66612
James A. Bowen, c/o Commander, Naval Weapons Center, Code 4563,
China Lake, CA 93555

M. Parks Bowden, State Coordinator, Division of Disaster,
Emergency Services, Texas Department of Public Safety, P.0. Box
4087, North Austin Station, Austin, TX 78773

William R. Brady, Secretary, U.S. Civil Defense Council, 1301-2
Farm Road, Dickinson, TX 77590

Donald G. Brennan, Hudson Institute, Quaker Ridge Road,
Croton-on-Hudson, NY 10520

David L. Britt, Director, N.C. Division of Civil Preparedness,
Administration Building, 116 West Jones Street, P.0, Box

2596, Raleigh, NC 27603

William M. Brown, Research Consultant, 5> Tavano Road, Ossining,
NY 10562

Arthur Broyles, Department of Physies, University of Florida,
Gainesville, FL 32611

Zbigniew Brzezinski, National Security Advisor, The White
House, Washington, DC 20500

James 0. Buchanan, Defense Civil Preparedness Agency, Washington,
DC 20301

E. C. Burton, Vice Chairman and Editor, The Institute of Civil
Defense, P.0. Box 229, 3, Little Montague Court, London,

ECIP TIHN, England

J. C. E. Button, c¢/o Counsellor (Atomic Energy), Embassy of
Australia, 1601 Massachusetts Avenue, N.W., Washington, DC 20036
Deputy Chief, Canadian Defense Research Staff, 2450 Massachusetts
Avenue, N.W., Washington, DC 20008

Nicholas L. Caraganis, Director, Bureau of Civil Emergency
Preparedness, Department of Defense and Veterans Services, State
House, Augusta, ME 04330



161,

162,
163.
164,
165.
166.

167,

168,

169.

170.

171.
172,
173-223.
224,
225-237.
238,
239,
240,

241,

242,

243,

81

Maj. Gen. Vito J. Castellano, Chief of Staff to the Governor,
New York Division of Military and Naval Affairs, Public
Security Building, State Office Building Campus, Albany, NY
12226

William K. Chipman, Deputy Assistant Director, Plans PO(DP),
Defense Civil Preparedness Agency, Washington, DC 20301

John Christiansen, Department of Sociology, Brigham Ycung
University, Provo, UT 84601

Bruce C. Clarke, Jr., Director, Office of Strategic Research,
CIA, Washington, DC 20505

Maj. General James C. Clem, Adjutant General and Director
Disaster Services Agency, P.O, Box 660, Worthington, OH 43085
Donald R. Cotter, Assistant to Secretary of Defense (Atomic
Energy), DOD, Rm. 3E1069, The Pentagon, Washington, DC 20301
Fred €. Craft, Director, S5.C. Disaster Preparedness Agency

and Emergency Planning Director, Butledge Building, Rm., B-12,
1429 Senate Street, Columbia, SC 29201

Harold A. Crain, Director, Mississippi Civil Nefense Council
and Office of Emergency Preparedness, P.0O. Box 4501, Fondren
Station, 1410 Riverside Drive, Jackson, MS 39216

R. W. Crompton, Research School of Physical Science, The
Australian National University, Ton Diffusion Unit, Box 4,
G.P.0., Canberra A.C.T., Australia

Daniel J. Cronin, Assistant Director for Conflict Preparedness,
Federal Preparedness Agency, General Services Administration,
18th and F Streets, N.W., Rm. 4224, Washington, DC 20405

Peter K. Dai, R1/2170, TRW Defense and Space Systems Group,

1 Space Park, Redondo Beach, CA 90278

L. J. Deal, Division of Operational Safety, Department of
Energy, Washington, DC 20545

Defense Civil Preparedness Agency Research, Attn.: Administrative
Officer, Washington, DC 20301

Director, DCPA Staff College, Federal Center, Battle Creek, MI
49016

Decfense Documentation Center, Cameron Station, Alexandria, VA
22314

Commander, Field Command, Defense Nuclear Agency, Sandia Base,
Albuquerque, NM 87100

Defense Intelligence Agency, DB-4C, Attn.: Major Allison,
Washington, DC 20301

Defense Nuclear Agency, Attn.: Technical Library, Washington,
DC 20305

Defense Supply Agency, Defense Logistics Services Center,
Battle Creek Federal Center, Attn,; Librarian, Battle Creek,
MI 49016

Chief of Engineers, Attn.: ENGME-RD, Department of the Army,
Washington, DC 20314

Chief, Joint Civil Defense Support Group, Attn.: ENGMC-D,
Office, Chief of Engineers, Department of the Army, Washington,
DC 20314



244,

245,

246,
247,
248,

249.
250.

251.
252.
253.
254,
255.

256.

257.

258,
259,
260.

261.

262,

263.
264,
265.
266,

267.

o
£

Frances K. Dias, DCPA Regional Director, Region 7, P.0. Box
7287, Santa Rosa, CA 95401

G. W. Delphin, Assistant Director, R&D, National Radiological
Protection Board, Harwell Didcot, Oxfordshire OXII ORQ,
England

Lt. Gen, Ira C. Eaker, USAF (Retired), 2202 Decatur Place,
N.W,, Washington, DC 20008

P. C. East, Defense Research Establishment OHOWA, NDHQ, Ottawa,
Ontario, Canada

Guy R. B, Elliot, Los Alamos Scientific Laboratory, P.0. Box
1663, Los Alamos, NM 87544

The Engineer School, Library, Fort Belvoir, VA 22060

Brig. Gen, James KEnney, Chief, NSTL Division, JSTPS, Offutt
Air Force Base, NE 68113

Lee M. Epperson, Director, Office of Emergency Services,
Department of Public Safety, P.0. Box, 1144, Conway, AR 72032
Noel H. Ethridge, 503 E. Lee Way, Bel Air, MD 21014

Henry Eyring, 2035 Herbert Avenue, Salt Lake City, UT 84150
Jack Finkel, U.S. Naval Ordnance Laboratory, White Oaks,

MD 20910

John H. Fisher, Defense Intelligence Agency, Attn.: DI 3G
(J. Fisher), Washington, DC 20301

F. M. Flanigan, Engineering and Industrial Experiment Station,
College of Engineering, University of TFleorida, Gainesville,

FL 32611

Witliam J. Flathau, Chief, Weapons Effects Laboratory, Waterways
Experiment Station, U.S, Corps of Engineers, P.0O. Box 631,
Vicksburg, MS 39180

Dorothy Fosdick, c¢/o Senator H. M. Jackson, 137 01d Senate
Office Building, Washington, DC 205310

S. David Freeman, Member, TVA Board of Directors, E12Z, A9, 400
Commerce Avenue, Knoxville, TN 37902

Charles Fritz, National Academy of Sciences, 2101 Constitution
Avenue, N.W., Washington, DC 20418

Maj. Gen., Edward R, Fry, Adjutant General and State Civil Defense
Director, Adjutant General's Department, Third Floor, 535 Kansas
Avenue, Topeka, KS 66603

Maj. Gen. Richard L. Frymire, Jr., The Adjutant General and
Director Department of Military Affairs, Division of Disaster
and Emergency Services, E,0.C,, Boone Center, Frankfort, KY
40601

R. Quinn Gardner, Managing Director, Welfare Services, 50 East
North Temple Street, Salt lLake City, UT 84150

C. L. Gilbertson, Administrator, P.0. Box 1157, Helena, MT
59601

K. Goffey, Natural Disasters Organization, P.O. Box 33,
Canberra City, A.C.T. 2600, Australia

Leon Goure, Director, Center for Advanced International Studies,
P.0. Box 8123, University of Miami, Coral CGables, FL 33124
Captain John Graham, AFLS-INC, The Pentagon, Washington, DC
20330



268,

269,

270,

271.

272.

273.

274,

275.

276,
277.
278,

279.

280.
281.
282.
283.
284.

285.
286.

287.

288.

289,

83

Jack C. Greene, Greenwood, Box 85A, Rt. 4, McKinney Cove,
Bakersville, NC 28705

Mr. Bert Greenglass, Director, Qffice of Administration
Program Planning and Control, Department ¢f Housing and Urban
Development, Washington, DC 20410

Robert J. Gregory, Director, Civil Defense and Disaster Agency,
State of Nevada, 2525 S. Carson St., Carson City, NV 89701

Col. George L. Halverson, State Civil Defense Director,
Emergency Services Division, Department of State Police, 714
South Harrison Road, East Lansing, MI 48823

David G. Harrison, DCPA Regional Director, Region 6, Federal
Regional Center, Bldg. 710, Denver, CO 80225

Hayden Haynes, Director, Oklahoma Civil Defense Agency, Will
Rogers—-Sequoyah Tunnel, P.0. Box 53365, Oklahoma City, OK
73105

Colonel Heinz-Helmuth Heintzel, Commander Jufrastrakthustab
der Bundeswehr, 5000 Kolm, Zeppelinstrasse 15, Mayhans, Germany
Col, Oran K. Henderson, Director, State Council of Civil Defense,
Rm, B151, Transportation and Safety Building, Harrisburg, PA
17120

Edward L. Hill, Research Triangle Institute, P.0. Box 12194,
Research Triangle Park, NC 27709

John M. Hill, 2218 Smith Family Living Center, Brigham Young
University, Provo, UT 84601

Donald C. Hinman, Director, Office of Disaster Services, Lucas
State Office Building, Rm. B-33, Des Moines, IA 50319

Maj. Gen. Leonard Holland, The Adjutant General and Director,
Defense Civil Preparedness Agency, State House, Providence,

RI 02903

Donald 8. Hudson, RE(SE), Defense Civil Preparedness Agency,
Washington, DC 20301

Human Sciences Research, Inc., 7710 0ld Springhouse Road,
Westgate Research Park, McLean, VA 22101

Illinois Institute of Technology, Institute Library, Chicago,
IL 60616

Institute for Defense Analyses, 400 Army-Navy Drive, Arlington,
VA 22202

Commanding Officer, U.S. Army Combat Developments Command,
Institute of Nuclear Studies, Fort Bliss, Texas 79916

John N. Irwin II, 888 Park Avenue, New York, NY 10021

Lowell B. Jackson, University Extension, University of
Wisconsin, Madison, WI 53706

Herbert W. Johnson, Director, Division of Disaster Preparedness,
Department of Community Affairs, 1720 S. Gadsden, Tallahassee,
FL 32301

R. H. Johnson, School of Nuclear Engineering, Purdue University,
West Lafayette, IN 47907

Chief, Joint Civil Defense Support Group, Office, Chief of
Engineers, Department of the Army, Attn.: ENGMC-D, Washington,
DC 20314



291,

292.
293,

294,
295,

297.
298,
299.

300,

301.

302.

303.
304.
305.
306,
307,

308.

312.

313.

B4

Maj. General Billy M. Jones, The Adjutant General and State
Civil Defense Director, Civil Defense Division, P.0. Box
17965, Atlanta, GA 30316

E. E. Jones, Director, Illincis Emergency Services and
Disaster Agency, 111 Fast Monrce Street, Springfield, IL
62706

George Jones, State Coordinator Emergency Services, Office of
the Governor, 7700 Midlothian Turnpike, Richmond, VA 23235
Col., George B. Jordon, USA (Ret.), Director, Division of
Emergency Services, 5636 E. McDowell Rd., Phoenix, AZ 85008
Herman Kahn, Hudson Institute, Croton-on-Hudson, NY 10520
Casper M, Kasparian, Director, DCPA Region One Field Office,
Room 2351, 26 Federal Plaza, New York, NY 10007

Maj. Gen. George J. Keegan, Jr., USAF (Ret.), P.O. Box 55257,
Fort Washington Station, Washington, DC 20022

Thomas E. Kennedy, Defense Nuclear Agency (SPSS), Washington,
DC 20305

H. A, Knapp, Institute for Defense Analyses, 400 Army-Navy
Drive, Arlington, VA 22202

Foy D. Kohler, Center for Advanced International Studies,
P.C. Box 8123, University of Miami, Coral Cables, FL 33124
Mr., Samuel Kramer, Chief, Office of Federal Building Technology,
Center for Building Technology, National Bureau of Standards,
Washington, DC 20234

Lea Kungle, President, U,S. Civil Defense Council, P.O, Box
1381, Joplin, MO 64801

Robert H. Kupperman, Deputy Assistant Director, Military and
Economic Affairs Bureau, Rm. 5843, U.S. Arms Centrol and
Disarmament Agency, 320 21st Street, N.W., Washington, DC 20451
Hans Landberg, Resources of the Future, 1755 Massachusetts
Avenue, N.W., Washington, DC 20036

Wes lane, Director, Div. of Emergency Services, Department of
Public Safety, B5 State Capitol, St. Paul, MN 55155

Harvey L. Latham, Administrator, Division of Emergency
Services, 8 State Capitol, Salem, OR 97310

J. L. Liverman, Assistant Administrator for Environment and
Safety, Department of Energy, Washington, DC 20545

Mr. Anatole Longinow, IIT Research Institute, 10 West 35th
Street, Chicago, IL 60616

Los Alamos Scientific Laboratory, Attn.: Document Library,
Los Alamos, NM 87544

Stephen J, Lukasik, Director, Defense Advanced Research
Projects Agency, 1400 Wilson Boulevard, Arlington, VA 22209
Rene H. Males, Electric Power Research Institute, 3412
Hillview Avenue, P.0Q. Box 10412, Palo Alto, CA 94303

Frank Mancuso, Director, State of Connecticut Military Depart-
ment, Connecticut Cffice of Civil Preparedness, National
Guard Armory, 360 Broad Street, Hartford, CT 06115

Charles Manfred, Director, Office of Emergency Services,
State of Califeornia, P.0. Box 9577, Scaramento, CA 95823

Col. Donald S. Marshall, 3414 Halcyon Drive, Alexandria, VA
22305



85

314. Capt. Dan Martens, Field Command, Defense Nuclear Agency,
Attn.,: FCIME, Kirtland Air Force Base, NM 87115

315. J. R. Maxfield, Jr., Radiology and Nuclear Medicine, Maxfield
Clinic Hospital, 2711 Oak Lawn Avenue, Dallas, TX 75219

316. George E. McAvoy, Director of Comprehensive Planning, New
Hampshire Civil Defense Agency, New Hampshire Military
Reservation, 1 Airport Road, Concerd, NH 03301

317. Betty McClelland, Director, Department of Emergency Services,
State of Washington, 4220 E. Martin Way, Olympia, WA 98504

318, Lt. Colonel James W. McCloskey, Directer, Division of Emergency
Planning and Operations, Department of Publie Safety, P.0. Box C,
Delaware City, DE 19706

319. Jerry McFarland, State Director of Civil Defense and Emergency
Preparedness, National Guard Armory, Sidco Drive, Nashville,
TN 37204

320, William G. McMillan, McMillan Science Associates, Suite 901,
Westwood Center Building, 1100 Glendon Avenue, West Los
Angeles, CA 90024

321. Phillip S. McMullan, Research Triangle Institute, P.0. Box
12194, Research Triangle Park, NC 27709

322, Capt, Paul McNickle, Air Force Weapons Laboratory (DEP.),
Kirtland Air Force Base, NM 87117

323. Melvin L. Merritt, ORG 1151, Sandia lLaboratories, Albuquerque,
NM 87115

324, Julius Meszaros, BRL, Attn.: AMXBR-X, Aberdeen Proving Ground,
MD 21005

325. Maj. Gen. Franklin E. Miles, The Adjutant General and Director of
Office of Civil Emergency Preparedness, Department of Military
Affairs, P.0. Box 4277, Sante Fe, NM 87501

326. Col. Milton M. Mitnick, Director, Indiana Department of Civil
Defense and Office of Emergency Planning, B-90 State Office
Building, 100 North Senate Avenue, Indianapolis, IN 46204

327. Vice Admiral Robert R. Monroe, Director, Defense Nuclear
Agency, Washington, DC 20305

328. K. Z. Morgan, 3cheool of Nuclear Engineering, Georgia Institute
of Technology, Atlanta, GA 30332

329, Col. Franham L. Morrison, Director of Civil Defense and
Emergency Planning, P.0O. Box 44007, Capital Station, Baton
Rouge, LA 70804

330. Walter Murphey, Editor, Journal of (ivil Defense, P.0O. Box
910, Starke, FL 32091

331. Mr. H. L. Murphy, Stanford Research Institute, 333 Ravenswood
Avenue, Menlo Park, CA 94025

332. Lt. Colonel M. P. Murray, AF/INAKB, Soviet Strategic Affairs,
Lind Building, Rm. 320, 1111 19th Street, Rosslyn, VA 20330

333, David L. Narver, Jr., Holmes and Narver, 400 East Orangethorpe
Avenue, Anaheim, CA 92801

334, National Radiological Protection Board, Attn.: The Library,
Harwell, Didcot, Berkshire OXII OR{, United Kingdom

335. Commander, Naval Facilities Engineering Command, Research and
Development (Code 0322C), Department of the Navy, Washington,
DC 20390



86

336. Chief of Naval Research, Washington, DC 20360

337. Commander, Naval Supply Systems Command (0421G), Department
of the Navy, Washington, DC 20376

338, Jiri Nehnevajsa, Professor of Sociology, Department of
Sociclogy, University of Pittsburgh, 3117 Cathedral of
Learning, Pittsburgh, PA 15213

339. John H. Neiler, Vice President, ORTEC, Inc., 100 Midland
Road, Oak Ridge, TN 37830

340, Edward Newbury, Director, Alaska Disaster Office, State of
Alaska, 1306 East Fourth Avenue, Anchorage, AK 99501

341. Paul H. Nitze, 1500 Wilson Boulevard, Suite 1500, Arlington, VA
22209

342, John W, Nocita, Office of Preparedness, General Services
Administration, Rm. 4229, ATGC, Washington, DC 20405

343. Brig. Gen. Gunnar Noren, Royal Fortifications Administration,
FACK, S5-104 50 Stockholm 80, Sweden

344. Col. Harry L. Palmer, Sr., Coordinator, Wyoming Disaster and
Civil Defense Agency, P.0. Box 1709, Cheyenne, WY 82001

345, Richard Park, Headquarters NCRP, 7910 Woodmont Avenue, Washington,
DC 20014

346. Helen L. Parker, Foreign Liaison Officer, Defense Civil
Preparedness Agency, Washington, DC 20301

347. Daniel N. Payton, Senior Scientist/NT, Air Force Weapons
Laboratory, Kirtland Air Force Base, NM 87117

348. Steuart L. Pittman, Shaw, Pittman, Potts & Trowbridge, Barr
Building, 910 17th Street, N.W., Washington, DC 20006

349, Harris M. Pope, Regional Director, Region 3, Federal Regional
Center, Thomasville, GA 31792

350. Lisle €. Pratt, Regional Director, Region 8, Federal Regional
Center, Bothell, WA 98011

351. J. Howard Proctor, Director, Coordinator Civil Defense Corps,
Morgan County Courthouse, Decatur, AL 35601

352. The Rand Corporation, 1700 Main Street, Santa Monica, CA
90406

353. Ren Read, 225 Mohawk Drive, Boulder, CO 80303

354, Dr. H. Reichenbach, Institutsdirektor, Ernst-Mach-Institut,
der Fraunhofer-Gesellschaft E. V. Munchen, Eckerstrasse 4,
780 Freiburg, Germany

355, Research and Technical Support Division, Department of Energy,
ORO, Oak Ridge, TN 37830

356, Herbert Roback, Staff Administrator, Subcommittee for Military
Operations, U.S, House of Representatives, Washington, DC
20515

357. William G. Robinson, Treasurer, U.S. Civil Defense Council,
1100 Laurel Street, Baton Rouge, LA 70802

358. George R. Rodericks, Director, Office of Emergency Preparedness,
District of Columbia Government, Rm. 5009, Municipal Center,
300 Indiana Avenue, N.W,, Washington, DC 20001

359. Joseph Romm, Systems Sciences, Inc., 4720 Montgomery Lane,
Bethesda, MD 20014

36C, Charles M. Rountree, State Coordinator, Bureau of Disaster
Services, State Office Building, 650 W. State Street, Boise, ID
83702



87

361. Rear Admiral Joseph W. Russel, (Ret.), Boeing Aerospace Co.,
P.0. Box 3999, Mail Stop 85-20, Seattle, WA 98124

362, Cecil H. Russell, Immediate Past President, U.S. Civil Defense
Council, Courthouse, Huntington, WV 25701

363. Louis F. Saba, Director, Massachusetts Civil Defense Agency and
Office of Emergency Preparedness, 400 Worcester Road, Framingham,
MA 01701

364. Dr. Eugene L. Saenger, Radioisotope Laboratory, Cincinnati
General Hospital, Cincinnati, OH 45267

365, Ronald S. Sanfelippo, Administrator, Division of Emergency
Government, Hills Farm State Office Building, 4802 Sheboygan
Avenue, Madisen, WI 53702

366, W. W. Schroebel, 1001 Rockvillie Pike, No. 1052, Rockville, MD
20852

367. Scientific Advisor's Branch, Home Office, Horseferry House, Dean
Ryle Street, London, S. W. 1, England

368. Harriet F. Scott, 918 Mackall Avenue, McLean, VA 22101

369. F. Seitz, President, Rockefeller University, New York, NY 10021

370. D. B, Shuster, (ORG-1300), Sandia Laboratories, Albuquerque,
NM 87108

371. Maj. General Valentine A, Siefermann, The Adjutant General and
Director of Civil Defense, State of Hawaii, Ft. Rugger,
Building 24, Honolulu, HI 92816

372. George N. Sisson, Research Directorate, Defense Civil
Preparedness Agency, Washington, DC 20301

373, Ray Sleeper, American Security Council Educational Foundation,
Boston, VA 22713

374, V. Kerry Smith, Resources for the Future, 1755 Massachusetts
Avenue, N.W., Washington, DC 20036

375, William E, Smith, President-Elect, U.S. Civil Defense Council,
30 Courtland Street, S.E., Atlanta, GA 30303

376. L. V. Spencer, Center for Radiation Research, Radiation
Theory Section 4.3, National Bureau of Standards, Washington,
DC 20235

377. Donald R. Spradling, Director, Utah State QOfficer of Emergency
Services, State of Utah, P.O., Box 8100, Salt Lake City, UT
84108

378, Stanford Research Institute, Library, Menlo Park, CA 94025

379. A. G. Steinmayer, Advanced Missle Systems, General Electric
Company, 3198 Chestnut Street, Philadelphia, PA 19101

380, H, A, Strack, Northrop Corporation, 1791 N. Fort Myer Drive,
Arlington, VA 22209

381. Maj. Gen. Allan Stretton, Director-General, Natural Disasters
Organization, c/o Department of Defense, Russell Offices, Canberra,
A.C.T. 2500, Australia

382. LCDR J. D. Strode (FCTMOT), Field Command, Defense Nuclear
Agency, Kirtland Air Force Base, NM 87115

383, Walmer E. Strope, Stanford Research Institute, 1611 North
Kent Street, Arlington, VA 22209

384, C. J. Sullivan, Directoer, Civil Defense Department, Admini-
stration Building, Basement, 64 N. Union, Montgomery, AL 360104



88

385, Systems Science and Engineering, Inc., 5 Ardley Place,
Winchester, MA 01890

386, Systems Sciences, Inc., 4720 Montgomery Lane, Bethesda,
MD 20014

387. Frank P. Szabo, Defense Research Establishment, Ottawa,
Ontario KIA 0Z 4, Canada

388, Jacob Tadmor, Director, Nuclear Safety, Israel Atomic Energy
Commission, Soreq Nuclear Research Center, Yavne, Israel

389. Lauriston S. Taylor, Headquarters NCRP, 7910 Wecodmont Ave.,
Washington, DC 20014

380. Lester D. Taylor, Professor of Economics, University of
Arizona, Tucson, AZ 85721

391. Edward Teller, The Hoover Institute, Stanford University,
Stanford, CA 94305

392. Kyle 0. Thompson, .Jr., DCPA Regional Director, Region 5,
Federal Regional Center, Denton, TX 76201

393, Bardyl Tirana, Director, Defense Civil Preparedness Agency,
Washington, DC 20301

394. Bryce Torrance, American National Red €ross, 18th and E
Streets, N.W.,, Washington, DC 20006

395, Richard Trankle, Coordinator, Division of Civil Defense,
State Emergency Operations Center, State Capitol Building,
Pierre, SD 57501

396. U.S., Army Engineer Research and Development Laboratories,
Library, Fort Belvoir, VA 22060

397. U.S. Naval Civil Engineering Laboratory, Library, Port
Hueneme, CA 93041

398, United States Strategic Institute, Suite 1204, 1612 K Street,
N.W., Washington, DC 20006

399. Maj. Gen. Rinalde Van Brunt, Director, Marvland Civil Defense
and Disaster Preparedness, Reisterstown Road and Sudbrook Lane,
Pikesville, MD 21208

400. J. Morgan Van Hise, Acting Director, (Civil Defense and Disaster
Control, Department of Law and Public Safety, P.O. Box 979,
Eggerts Crossing Road, Trenton, NJ 08625

401. Mr. William H. Van Horn, URS Research Company, 155 Bovet Road,
San Mateo, CA 94402

402, Carl F. von Weizsacker, Director Mak Planck Institute D-813
Starnberg, Riemerschmidstrabe F, Germany

403, L. Vortman, Sandia Corporation, P,0, Box 5800, Albuquerque,
NM 87115

404. Director, U.S5. Army Engineer Waterways Experiment Station,
Attn.: Document Library, P.0. Box 631, Vicksburg, MS 39180

405, Director, U.S, Army Engineer Waterways Experiment Station,
Attn.: DNuclear Weapons Effects Branch, P.O. Box 631,
Vicksburg, MS 39180

406, Lee Webster, Advanced Ballistic Missile Defense Agency,
Huntsville Office, ABH-S, P.0. Box 1500, Huntsville, AL 35807

407. Richard L. Weekly, Director, Office of Energy Services,
806 Greenbrier Street, Charleston, WV 25311



89

408, Alvin M. Weinberg, Institute for Energy Analysis, P.0. Box 117,
Oak Ridge, TN 37830

409. Clayton S. White, President and Scientific Director, Oklahoma
Medical Research Foundation, 825 NE 13th Street, Oklahoma City,
OK 73141

410, William White, Civil Defense Technical Office, Stanford Research
Institute, Menlo Park, CA 94025

411. Mr. Macauley Whiting, Vice President, The Dow Chemical Company,
2020 Dow Center, Midland, MI 48640

412, Mr., Carl K. Wiehle, Stanford Research Institute, 333 Ravenswood
Avenue, Menlo Park, CA 94025

413, E, P. Wigner, 8 Ober Road, Princeton, NJ 08540

414, Frank Williams, P.0. Drawer D, Starke, FL 32091

415, J. R. Wilson, Director, National Security — Foreign Relations
Division, The American Legion, 1608 K Street, N.W., Washington,
DC 20006

416, Mr. Chuck Wilton, Scientific Service, Inc., 1536 Maple Streect,
Redwood City, CA 94063

417. John Wisotski, University of Denver, DRI, P.0. Box 10127,
Denver, CO 80210

418, Civil Engineering Center/AF/PRECET, Attn.: Technical Library,
Wright-Patterson Air Force Base, Dayton, OH 45433

419, Colonel Hershel C. Yeargan, Deputy Director, Division of
Disaster Emergency Services, 300 Logan Street, Denver, CO 80203

420. Edwin N. York, P.0. Box 5123, Kent, WA 98031

421, Allan R. Zenowitz, DCPA Regional Director, Region 1, Federal
Regional Center, Maynard, MA 01754

422-672. Given distribution as shown in TID-4500 under Health and Safety

category (25 copies — NTIS)

» U.5. GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICE : 1978-748-189/421






